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ABSTRACT 

Results from North Cardinals End-of-Course Testing 
Program in 1989-90 are presented. Participation, student 
characteristics, and achievement are summarized, largely in table 
form, for the following subject areas: (1) Algebra I, (2) Geometry, 
(3) Algebra II, (4) Biology, (5) Chemistry, (6) Physics, (7) U.S. 
History, and (8) English I. Background information is also given on 
the history, purposes, and development of the End-of-Ccurse testing 
program. Of the 391,611 end-of-course tests taken in 1989-90, 919 
were perfect scores, and 8,817 had no more than three items answered 
incorrectly. Many results from previous years are summarized, 
documenting modest gains over the last 5 years in the proportion of 
students talcing advanced mathematics and in the percentage of 
students beginning an accelerated mathematics sequence in grade 8. 
Strengths and weaknesses of schools and school systems can be 
identified by examining relative performance on the 2,240 test itams 
assessed in 1989-90. Eleven tables and 26 figures illustrate 
comparative performance for previous years, and 1989-90 results. The 
last two sections of the paper present eight tables of results for 
outstanding school systems, and five tables of results for public 
school systems, respectively. (SLD) 
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FOREWORD 



While there are notable exceptions, our high schools presently are not 
providing the high quality of education needed for students to achieve their 
personal best and to be prepared for an increasingly complex future. 

In 1989 North Carohna dropped to the very bottom among all states and the 
Dist.rict of Columbia on the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT), providing an 
indication that secondary education in North Carolina needs attention. Our SAT 
scores improved slightly in 1990, indicating that improvements do happen when 
our teachers and principals target their efforts toward achieving a goal. But 
improvements related to SAT scores are only a small part of the complex 
enterprise making up secondary education today. We must broaden our focus to 
include the entire range of academic instruction and strengthen our 
requirements for graduation. All students will need preparation in basic subjects 
like algebra and biology, and our brightest students need to be challenged with 
more rigorous preparation like that found in Advanced Placement courses. 

This report. Secondary Education in North Carolina: A Report of Student 
Participation and Performance in Algebra I, Geometry, Algebra II, U.S. History, 
Biology, Chemistry, Physics, and English I, is based on results from the state s 
End-of-Course Testmg Program. It provides important baseline information on 
where we are as school systems begin implementing local Senate Bill 2 plans to 
improve student performance. There are examples of excellence. Several school 
systems provide Algebra I instruction to all or most students, and we need to 
learn from them. Over the last five years, there have been modest gains in the 
proportion of students taking advanced mathematics and science courses, and in 
the percentage of students beginning an accelerated mathematics sequence with 
Algebra I in the eighth grade. While I am pleased with these results, they are not 
enough. It is clear from the results described in this report that more students 
are capable of taking advanced courses than are currently enrolled in them. 

This is an important report. It provides information that can be used in 
making policy and program decisions concerning our high schools. But, perhaps 
more importantly, it provides a baseline so that those decisions can be evaluated 
over time and we can adjust our course as necessary. Ultimately, information 
such as that provided here will be used to judge the effectiveness of our decisions 
in achieving our goal of successful secondary education for all students. 

This report is one of several that the Department of Public Instruction will 
release this year to help educators in the state evaluate secondary programs and 
chart progress toward their goals. North Carolina Scholastic Aptitude Test 
Results, for example, describes achievement in higher order thinking skills as 
measured by the SAT. We will release eight End-of-Course subject area reports 
describing in more detail performance on the goals and objectives specified in the 
Standard Course of Study. 




Executive Summary 



This report describes participation, student characteristics, and 
achievement for eight high school courses assessed by the North CaroHna End-of- 
Course Testing Program in 1989-90. The nubject areas are Algebra I, Geometry, 
Algebra II, Biology, Chemistry, Physics, U.S. History, and English I. 
Backgroimd information on the history, purposes, and development of the End-of- 
Course Testing Program is also given. Companion volumes are devoted to an in- 
depth analysis of the participation and performance in each subject area. 
Highlights of this ^eport are listed below. 

• Participation of North Carolina students in Geometry, Biology, and Chemistry 
appears to be typical of that in other states, but participation in Algebra I and 
Physics is somewhat lower than that in other states. 

• Participation in advanced math and science courses varies by sex, parental 
education, ethnic group, and post high school plans, and is widely variable 
among school systems. The variability in .school system participation cannot 
be totally accounted for by differences in ability levels of school system 
populations. 

• The estimated percentage of students taking the next course in the advanced 
math sequence is somewhat lower than the percentage passing the previous 
course. The estimated percentage taking the next course in the science 
sequence is dramatically lower than the percentage passing or achieving at 
least a "C" in the previous science course. 

• The percentage of eighth-grade students in an accelerated math sequence, 
allowing for four additional advanced math courses, has grown since 1985-86 
from 11.3 to 14.6 percent. However, it appears that only the very brightest 
students have the opportunity to be in this track, and 15 school systems do not 
offer Algebra I in the eighth grade. 

• 1989-90 Algebra I, Biology, and U.S. History students on average are 
answering 2 to 3 more test items correctly than their counterparts at initial 
administrations several years ago. These improvements reflect about half a 
letter grade when placed on a grading scale. Thus, today's students are half a 
letter grade stronger in their content knowledge of these courses than students 
a few years ago. Furthermore, grading standards have become more 
stringent as overall achievement has increased. 

• Average performance on all tests differ by sex, ethnic group, parental 
education, post high school plans, anticipated final grades, and school system. 
The largest average differences by sex occur on the Enghsh I and Physics 
Tests, with females averaging higher scores in EngUsh I and males averaging 
higher scores in Physics. Average scores for black students and American 
Indian students are lower than those for white students and "other" students. 
Students whose parents have some education beyond high school tend to score 
higher, on average, than students whose parents are less educated. While 



there are performance differences by grade level, one important finding is the 
relatively small difference in average scores for students taking Algebra I in 
regular one or two year programs. 

• Statewide performance on End-of-Course Tests reflect the grading patterns of 
teachers for student performance throughout the school year, which is an 
indication of the validity of the tests. 

• Average scores for students planning to attend four-year colleges are between 
the average for "C" and "B" students for the select courses of Algebra I, 
Geometry, and Algebra II. Average scores for these students are similar to 
the average for "B" students in the general courses of Biology and English I, 
and for the highly selective Physics course. 

• Two indices of program effectiveness which reflect not only "what students 
know" but also "how many know it" are reported for all selective math and 
science courses. These indices, yield and effective yield, have generally 
increased since the beginning of assessment in each subject area. Gains in 
effective yield in Algebra I parallel the gains in yield, indicating that the 
additional students taking Algebra I are performing at acceptable levels. 

• Outstanding programs are identified in terms of overall performance, 
participation, yield, effective yield, and change in these scores since the 1988-89 
school year. The top 15 school systems are listed for each area. It can be seen 
from the overall list that many school systems are making improvements in 
one or more areas in secondary education. One hundred and five of the 134 
school systems are in one or more categories of outstanding programs. 

• Of the 391,611 end-of-course tests taken in 1989-90, 919 were perfect scores. On 
8,817 tests students missed no more than 3 items. 

Schools and school systems can identify strengths and weaknesses in their 
instructional programs by examining relative performance on the goals and 
objectives measured by the 2,240 test items assessed in 1989-90 across the eight 
subject areas. Comparative data on grading practices and participation rates give 
school systems additional information for planning and program evaluation. 
Beyond the use of test information for improved decision-making, evaluation, and 
planning, the end-of-course tests are part of three accountability programs. 
North Carolina's Program for Accreditation, Senate Bill 2, and the State Board of 
Education's Report Card for School Systems use student outcomes, including 
scores on end-of-course tests, in the accountability process. 
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Section L Background 



Introduction 

In July of 1983 the North CaroHna General Assembly directed the State 
Board of Education to define and to estimate the cost for a basic education 
program. The Basic Education Program which was adopted by the State Board of 
Education and funded by the General Assembly includes support services, such 
as counseling and psychological services; promotion standards and graduation 
requirements; drop-out prevention and remedial and compensatory education 
services; programs for exceptional students; material support; staffing ratios at 
the school and district level; staff development; facility standards; and a Standard 
Course of Study that describes a common core of knowledge and skills to be 
available to all North Carolina students. The Basic Education Program, of which 
the Standard Course of Study is a part, describes "what each child in the North 
CaroHna public schools is guaranteed." The Standard Course of Study in high 
school includes courses in the arts, communication skills, healthful living, 
mathematics, science, social studies, second languages, and vocational 
education. In an attempt to ensure that the state curriculum reflects a consensus 
view of what is considered basic education, the development process for the 
Standard Course of Study involved teachers and curriculum specialists from local 
school districts as well as state level staff and university specialists in the various 
curricular areas. 

In order to assess the implementation of the Standard Course of Study, the 
Basic Education Program also includes curriculum testing in basic skills in 
grades 3, 6, and 8; minimum competency testing in high school; and end-of- 
course testing for high school courses. The purposes of the end-of-course tests are 
two-fold: 

1. The tests provide information about each individual student's 
performance relative to that of other students in North Carolina. 

2. The tests provide information about school and school system 
achievement on the subject area goals and objectives specified in the 
Standard Course of Study. 

Based on statewide enrollment pattenis and recommendations made by two 
commissions on education in North Carolina, the courses chosen for initial test 
development were Biology and Algebra I. In the spring of 1985, soon after the 
Standard Course of Study was written, item pools for these two courses were built. 
The results of the item development phase indicated that the Algebra I items were 
sufficient in quality and quantity to merit building end-of-course tests. The first 
end-of-course test of Algebra I was implemented in the 1985-86 school year. Since 
then, one or two courses have been added to the End-of-Course Testing Program 
each year. In 1989-90 eight courses were assessed: Algebra 1, Geometry, Algebra 
II, Biology, Chemistry, Physics, U.S. History, and English I. Physical Science 
and Economic, Legal, and Political Systems in Action were field-tested in 1989-90 
and will be im.plemented statewide in 1990-91. Items for Healthful Living wjll be 
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field-tested in 1990-91 with statewide implementation scheduled for the 1991-92 
school year. The implementation schedule can be seen in Table 3. North 
Carolina is one of only a few states that have statewide assessments by subject 
area i:i high school, and is the only state with a comprehensive assessment 
program in high school mathematics, science, social studies and communication 
skills. 

Using the summary information about performance on goals and 
objectives, schools and school systems are able to analyze strengths and 
weaknesses in their instructional programs and allocate resources based on this 
information. Comparative data on grading practices and participation rates give 
school systems additional information for planning and program evaluation. 
Beyond the use of test information for improved decision-making, evaluation, and 
planning, the end-of-course tests are part of three recently-mandated 
accoimtability programs. North Carolina's Program for Accreditation, Senate 
Bill 2, and the State Board of Education's Report Card for School Systems include 
student outcomes, including scores on end-of-course tests, in the accountability 
process. North Carolina's Basic Education Program promises students a similar 
basic education no matter where they live, and these tests were mandated to help 
ensure this promise. 

The purpose of this report is to describe achievement, participation, and 
student characteristics in eight high school courses. Indices of effectiveness 
which combine achievement and participation are described for selective courses. 
Outstanding programs are identified, in terms of 1990 overall achievement, 
participation, effectiveness, and gain in all these indices. Finally, indices of 
achievement, participation, and effectiveness in all eight subjects are reported for 
the 134 North Carolina public school systems. Eight companion volumes will 
describe performance in detail for each subject, including achievement by subject 
area goals and objectives. These reports describe achievement in high school in 
relation to the prescribed Standard Course of Study. For further information 
about achievement in higher order thinking skills as measured on the SAT, refer 
to North Carolina Scholastic Aptitude Test Results, Volumes 1 and 2. 

Report format This report is divided into five sections. Background 
information on the End-of-Cou • se Testing Program is provided in Section I. 
Section II contains participation and performance information for the eight 
courses, followed by graphical representations of the data in Section III. Results 
are described in paragraph form in Section II and highlights accompany each 
graph in Section III. Outstanding programs are identified in Section IV and 
results for all school systems are provided in Section V. 

Structure of End-of-Course Tests 

In order to fulfill the dual purposes of student reporting and curriculum 
reporting, multiple test forms are administered in each classroom. Each test 
form consists of a core of items taken by all students, and one of three to five sets of 
variable items. For example, five forms of the ^Ugebra I test are administered 
each year. The core contains 60 items and the variable sets contain 35 items, so 



i2 



ERIC 



that a total of 235 items ((60 + (5 x 35)) are administered in each classroom. 
Individual student scores are based entirely on core items. The large number of 
test items provides broad curricalimi coverage, and school and district summary 
reports include scores based on items matched to particular goals and objectives. 
See the accompanying subject area reports for a description of achievement by 
goals and objectives and for school system performance on each goal. 

During the test development process a large pool of test items are written so 
that different forms of the tests can be administered each year. The core tests are 
statistically equivalent so that comparisons of performance on the core tests can 
be made across years. The use of different forms each year, the administration of 
over 145 test items in each classroom, and the match of test content to the 
Standard Course of Study virtually eliminates problems in assessing educational 
improvement associated with "teaching to the test." 

Most North Carolina end-of-course tests are composed of muHiple-choice 
test items written to reflect the Standard Course of Study for each subject. 
However, the Geometry Test requires students to write two proofs. The proofs 
portion of the Geometry Test is administered in late March and scored by specially 
trained teachers at centraHzed scoring sites using a focused holistic scoring 
method. Each student writes two proofs, one common to all students and one of 
four variable proofs, so that five proofs are administered in each classroom. 

The three proposed English tests will differ from the other subject area 
tests. Each test will measure only a portion of the curriculum each year, but 
across the three courses (English I, II, and III), the major areas of the 
curriculum will be measured. Because English is a required four-year course 
sequence, i;he State Board of Education and the North Carolina Commission on 
Testing determined that the most efficient method for any in-depth assessment 
would be to concentrate on particular areas of the curriculum each year. This 
decision was made after consulting with writing specialists, an advisory group of 
high school English teachers, an advisory group of university professors of 
English, and the Communication Skills and Testing Areas of the North Carolina 
Department of Public Instruction. Therefore, on the ninth-grade English I Test, 
definition and application of literary terms, proofreading and editing skills, and 
reading comprehension is measured. For Enghsh II, the students will write two 
compositions, one common and one of four variable essays. Four types of writing 
will be assessed in each classroom each year: argumentative, expository, 
narrative, and descriptive. The essays, some of which will require literary 
a-^alysis, wilt be scored for both content and conventions, including sentence 
formation, word usage, mechanic? and spelling. The eleventh-grade English III 
tests will assess reading comprehension and literary analysis. 

Test Deivelopmeiit Prooss 

The Standard Course of Study and the accompanying Teacher Handbook 
specify curricular goals and objectives by grade and subject. In order to ensure 
the instructional validity of the tests, teachers throughout the state are surveyed to 
determine which objectives are basic and important to measure on end-of-course 
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tests. After the survey, some objectives may be designated as relevant only to 
accelerated coiirses, and therefore are not test^jd on the end-of-course tests. 
Specially trained Nor»:\ Carolina teachers in each subject area write test items to 
match specific objectives in the Teacher Handbook. Approximately 1200 items are 
written for each course so that multiple forms of each test can be developed. After 
editing, the items are evaluated by subject area specialists and teachers from all 
regions of the state for curriculum match, format and art, absence of bias, and 
technical quality. The items are placed into field test booklets and are 
administeied in randomly selected North Carolina schools. After field testing, 
the items ar*» subjected to statistical and psychometric analyses and further 
curricular review, which typically results in elimination of approximately 25 
percent of the item pool, leaving about 900 items fi-om which to build the core and 
variable portions of the end-of-course tests. Several versions of the Unal tests are 
reviewed by North Carolina teachers and curriculum specialists before statewide 
administration. Alternate forms of the core tests are field tested during the first 
year of statewide administration. These forms are adjusted so that equivalent 
core tests are administered each year. 

The development of the performance assessments in Geometry and English 
have involved advisory groups composed of state level curriculum experts, local 
curriculum specialists, teachers from the various regions of the state, and 
university professors. The advisory groups determine the scoring criteria and 
score scale. Eighty English II prompts were administered during the 1988-89 
school year in a statewide field test. The English II Advisory Group has reviewed 
responses to the prompts and developed scoring criteria so that a scoring guide 
could be distributed to English teachers in the fall of 1990, well before the test is 
administered statewide in 1991-92. 



(4 



ERIC 



Section It Participation and Performance in Hi^ School Courses 
Partic^MUion 

In 1989-90 the End-of Course Testing Program assessed three mathematics 
courses, three science courses, one social studies course, and one English course. 
The three mathematics courses, Algebra I. Geometry, and Algebra II, and two of 
the science courses, Chemistry and Physics, are r;elective; only a select subgroup 
of the student population takes these courses. U.S. History and English I are 
required for graduation. Although Biology is not required for gi-aduation, a life 
science is required and Biology is the life science taken by almost all high school 
students. 

Modem technological society demands more advanced mathematics and 
science preparation for more students than has been required in the past. The 
need for better education in matliematics does not translate to better skills at 
comnutation and calculation. Rather, the demand is for the thinking, reasoning, 
and 'problem-solving skills that true mathematical understanding can impart, 
and for specific content knowledge in algebra, geometry, probability and statistics, 
and other advanced mathematics topics. Math courses, especially Algebra I, are 
now \iewed as the "gatekeepers", stratifying students for future opportunities. As 
is noted in Everybody Counts^, mathematics needs to be seen as a pump, not a 
filter, enabling students to pursue opportunities, not closing off opportunities for 
them. In addition, understanding the biological and physical world not only 
mrkes more informed consumers and voters, but also prepares students to make 
the tech ological advances that will enable the United States to compete 
successfiilly in today's world economy and to rnake the changes required for a 
safe environment and a higher standard of living for all. 

Comparison with other states. Since students take selective courses at 
different grade levels, calculating the exact percentage of high school students 
who take each course is difficult. Without statewide individual student record 
databases, estimates of participation must be based on overall course enrollments 
and grade level enrollments. The State Scieme/Math Indicators Project 
sponsored by the Council of Chief State School Officers estimates participation by 
dividing the enrollment of all grades 9-12 students in a course by the total student 
enrollment for the grade level at which most students take the course. The report 
from this project gives the only state-by- state information on variations in math 
and science course enrollment; only 29 states, including North Carolina, were 
able to provide enrollment by courses. Table 1 gives the course enrollments for the 
southern states that provided data and the range and median for all 29 states. 



^Everybody Counts, A Report to the Nation on the Future of Mathematics Education, National 
Academy Press, 1989. 
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Table L Estimated P^tsentage of StudentB Taking Selected Math 
and Sdenoe Courses over Four Years of Hi^ School: 1987-88. 



Formal Math Formal Math 

Level 1 Level2 
ie^. Algebra) (e^;. Geometry) 



Biolocy 
IstYear 



Chemistrj' 
UtYear 



Physics 
IstYear 



Alabama 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Mississippi 

North Carolina 

South Carolina 

Virginia 

Median* 

Range* 



57% 
68% 
98% 
74% 
64% 
54% 
77% 
79% 
47-98% 



45% 
57% 
86% 
60% 
55% 
50% 
61% 
55% 
28-86% 



65-100% 



100% 
100% 
94% 
100% 
98% 
97% 
99% 
98% 



36% 
43% 
Cl% 
54% 
46% 
48% 
56% 
43% 
27-56% 



23% 
13% 
22% 
16% 
14% 
14% 
24% 
19% 
10-29% 



*Ba9ed on the above states plus Arkansas, California, Delaware, Hawaii, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Io wa, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, New York, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Texas, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

Source: State-by-State Indicators of Course Enrollment in Science and Mathematics, Rolf Blank and 
Diane Schilder, Council of Chief State School Officers. 

leased on the data from these states, it appears that North Carolina 
participation in Geometry, Biology and Chemistry is typical of participation in 
other s'lates, but that participation in Algebra I and Physics is below that in other 
states, Louisiana requires Algebra I for all students and its participation rate is 
98%, North Carolina is always lower in participation than Virginia, a southern 
state with comparable percentages of students taking the SAT and substantially 
higher SAT scores. It should be noted that these participation rates do not taice 
into account curriculum variations across states or differences in achievement, 
and that the participation rate for Algebra I is imderestimated for North 
Carolina, and perhaps for other states, because eighth-grade students may not be 
included. Also, since the enrollment in the grade level which is typical for 
students taking the course is used as the denominator in estimating 
participation, participation rates are not comparable across subjects. Dropout in 
the upper grades means that the denominator used for the very advanced courses 
is much smaller than that for the courses taken earlier in high school careers. 

Other participation indices. An alternative method is to base participation 
on eighth-grade final average daily membership (ADM) for the year in which the 
largest group of students taking the course was in the eighth grade. i For 



^Using the same grade level for all courses allows comparisons across courses. Also, eighth 
grade is generally prior to a high incidence of dropping out. Allowing the eighth-grade year to 
vary by grade in which students typically take the course controls somewhat for cohort size 
differences. It should be noted that these indices use course takers in particular grade levels as 
indicators of participation over time. When statewide participation is calculated by adding the 
number of eighth-graders in 1985-86 to the ninth-graders in 1986-87, and so on, the difference 
between the result and the estimate for the 1985-86 cohort using the above method is less than one 
percentage point. 
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example, for Algebra I in 1989-90 the eighth-grade ADM for 1988-89 is used since 
ninth-grade is the typical grade in which students take Algebra I.^ Table 2 
compares the 1989-90 participation for the eight courses when calculated by both 
methods. 

Table 2. 1989-90 Partidpation Indices for Eic^tEnd-of-€k>urseSul^ects 

Participation 

Sul^ect 

Algebra I 
Geometry 
Algebra II 
Biology 
Chemistry 
Physics 
EngUsh I 
U.S. History 

Participation Index 1, based on eighth-grade ADM, is lower than Index 2 for all 
subjects except Algebra I and English I. For the six other subjects the grade 
levels used for Uie denominator in Index 2 have experienced various amounts of 
dropout. English I and Algebra I are based on the ninth grade which has a large 
ADM figure due to high retention rates the first year of high school. Participation 
Index 1 can be interpreted as an estimate of the percentage of students who are 
about to enter high school who will take each course prior to graduation. Index 2 
is influenced by dropout rates but reflects the percentage of currently enrolled 
students who take each course. Index 1 will be used throughout the remainder of 
this report. For comparison purposes, both participation indices are given for 
each school system in Section V.* 

Participation over time is given in Table 3. Since the beginning of 
assessment in each subject area there has been a slight increase in participation 
indices for selective courses (Algebra I, Geometry, Algebra II, and Chemistry) 
and a slight decrease in participation in courses taken by all students (U.S. 
History and Biology). Decreases in the nimibers of students tested reflect 
declining cohort sizes. 



lln previous reports the current year first-month ADM for the ninth grade was used as the 
denominator for all participation estimates. Ninth-grade ADM varies considerably by school 
system due to the prevalence of retention the first year of hign school and the differences among 
school systems in high school structure, e.g. 9-12 vs. 10-12 organizations, 
2participation Index 1 is based on the 8th grade final ADM for the year the students in the typical 
grade level were in the 8th grade. 

^Participation Index 2 is based on the 1989-90 final ADM for the typical grade level of students in 
the course and is similar to the one used by the State-by-State Indicators Project. 
^In a few cases the participation index goes over 100 percent when calculated at the school system 
level. This may occur in small school systems when students in one sc hool system are allowed to 
transfer to another school system for high school only, or when program changes are implemented 
that change the grade level in which students take the course. 
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Table 3. Participation Indices for High School Courses Since 198S-86 

190€ ^1 1987^ 19M-89 1989-90 1990-91 

»«ltoii Nuaib«r PmiidpmiUm NumW PMiklpiAloii NumtMr PwiMpailoii Numb#r PaHlelpailon 

TifiU4 Indtm 
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ELP in B ninth grade course: Economic, I^gal, and Political Systems. Gray areas indicate years prior to implementation for each subject. 
Participation index is based on 8th-grade ADM when moat studenta in the courte were in the 8th grade. 
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Participation in successive courses. As mentioned above, Algebra I acts as 
a screen for participation in upper level math courses, and in many cases as a 
screen for participation in selective science courses. The typical course sequence 
for math is Algebra I followed by Geometry and then Algebra II. For science tne 
typical sequence is Physical Science, Biology, Chemistry, and then Physics for a 
select, small group. Since each course may act as a screen for the next, i.e. only 
successful students in the lower level course are permitted to take the next course 
in the sequence, participation can also be viewed in terms of the percentage ol 
Algebra I students taking Geometry, and so forth. The 1989-90 school year was 
tht first in which a group of Algebra I students and Biology students could be 
followed through the sequence. Table 4 gives tiie percentages for the first course 
in the sequence based on the eighth-grade ADM. Then each successive course is 
based on the enrollment in the previous year's lower level course. Percentages of 
students estimated to receive a "D" or above in each course are given for 
comparison. 

Table 4. Percentages of Students Taking the Next Course in the Math or 
Science Sequence.^ 



Subject/ 
Grade Level 

Eighth-grade ADM 
Algebra I 
Geometry 
Algebra II 

Eighth-grade ADM 
Biology 
Chemistry 
Physics 

The estimated percentage of students taking the next course in the math 
sequence is somewhat lower than the percentage passing the previous course, 
and is dramatically lower for advanced science courses. It is estimated that less 
than half of those who pass Biology continue on to take Chemistry. Although 
approximately 90 percent of Chemistry students pass, and approximately 70 
percent make a "C" or better, it appears that only about 30 percent of Chemistry 
students go on to take Physics. 







Percent 






Number 


Taking 


Percent 


Year 


Tested 


Next Course 


Passing^ 


198&^7 


84722 


70.5% 


84.5% 


1987-88 


59723 


72.5% 


1988-89 


43325 


81.5% 


87.5% 


1989-90 


35310 






1985-86 


88223 


87.5% 


87.3% 


1987-88 


77154 


43.2% 


1988-89 


33352 


30.5% 


90.4% 


1989-90 


10166 







iThese percentages are based on the assumption that all students teke the courses in the sequence 
above. While this sequence is typical, variations do occur, e.g. students who take Algebra U 
immediately after Algebra I. 

2percent passing is based on the final grades teachers anticipated giving students at the time the 
the end-of-course tests were administered. 
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Factors a£fecting participatioiL Student participation in the selective matJ i 
and science courses appears to be determined by a complex set of factors, 
including student attitudes and aspirations, peer influences, counseling, student 
ability, administrative selection criteria, parental involvement, course 
availability, expectations of teachers, counselors, and administrators, and 
commimity influences. The section below will illustrate how participation in 
these courses varies by grade level in school, sex, ethnic group, parental 
education, post high school plans, and school system. 

Variations in grade levels that students take particular courses generally 
occur in selective math courses. Some students are on an accelerated track in 
which they take Algebra I in the eighth grade. Geometry in the ninth, and 
Algebra II in the tenth. Students who are in the "fast track" not only have 
opportunities to learn more advanced mathematics at an earlier age but also have 
opportunities to take additional advanced math courses in their junior and senior 
years in high school. Students who begin with Algebra I in the ninth grade can 
take three additional math courses in high school. Students who are in the tenth 
grade may be in the second year of a two-year Algebra I course, or may be just 
beginning to take the higher mathematics sequence. Participation by grade level 
in Geometry and Algebra II parallels that established in Algebra I. 

Table 5. Participation by Grade Level in Algebra I in 1989-90 

Percjentof 



Grade 


Final 


Algebra I 


Percent of 


Algebra I 


Level 


ADM 


Students 


ADM 


Students 


Eight 


78474 


11475 


14.6% 


19.4% 


Nine 


85908 


23778 


27.7% 


40.2% 


Ten 


77082 


17363 


22.5% 


29.4% 


Eleven 


69337 


4938 


7.1% 


8.4% 


Twelve/Other 


66802 


1531 


2.3% 


2.6% 


TOTAL 




59085 




100.0% 



Statewide, the proportion of students who begin an accelerated math sequence 
with Algebra I in the eighth grade has increased from 11.3 percent to 14.6 percent 
since 1985-86. Since approximately 15 percent of North Carohna's eighth-grade 
students rcore at or above the 90th percentile on the math section of the California 
Achievement Tests (CAT), it appears that only the very brightest of North 
Carolina students have the opportunity to take four additional advanceti math 
courses in high school. 

The opportunity to participate in an accelerated math sequence varies by 
school system. Although the number of school systems in North Carolina who do 
not offer Algebra I in the eighth grade has dechned since 1985-86, 15 school 
systems still did not offer Algebra I to eighth graders in 1989-90. Over half of the 
school systems with no eighth-grade Algebra I enrollment are in the northwest 
and western regions of the state. In 57 school systems more than 20 percent of 
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eighth graders were enrolled in Algebra I; and, in 12 school systems more than 30 
percent of eighth graders took Algebra I. 

The Hkehhood of participating in an accelerated math sequence also varies 
by ethnic group. Figure 2 in Section III shows the differences among ethnic 
groups in each grade level for Algebra I. Although 25.5 percent of Algebra I 
students are black, only 13.4 percent of eighth grade Algebra I students are black. 
Approximately 47.7 percent of eleventh-grade Algebra I students are black; these 
students have begun the math sequence too late in their high school careers to 
complete the three advanced mathematics courses required by the 16 campuses of 
the North CaroHna university system prior to graduation. Also, among white 
Algebra I students, 22.9 percent are in the eighth grade, while only 10.2 percent of 
black Algebra I students are in the eighth grade. 

In Table 6 enrollment in the eight courses is broken down by sex, ethnic 
group, parental education, post high school plans, and anticipated final grade. 
Figures 3 through 8 give graphic representation to the data in Table 6. 

Except for Physics, females are overrep resented in the selective math and 
science courses when compared with what would be expected in the K-12 student 
population. Between 53.5 percent and 56.1 percent of Algebra I, Geometry, 
Algebra II, and Chemistry classes are female, while 45.3 percent of Physics 
classes are female. Females and males are equally represented in the survey 
courses taken by most students. 

Participation in selective courses varies by ethnic group. Black students 
represent slightly over 30 percent of the K-12 population, and close to 30 percent of 
the enrollment in Biology, EngHsh I, and U.S. History. As the courses become 
more advanced, fewer black students are enrolled. For example, while 29.0 
percent of Biology students are black, 23.1 percent of Chemistry students and only 
14.3 percent of Physics students are black. Compared to their distribution in the 
school population, it appears that black students are underrepresented and white 
students are overrepresented in the selective math and science courses. 

Parental education also appears to have an impact on participation in 
selective math and science courses. In the courses taken by most students, 
between 55 and 60 percent of the students have one or more parents with 
education beyond high school. About 65 percent of Algebra I students have one or 
more parents with beyond high school education, and the percentage increases as 
the courses become more advanced, with almost 82 percent of Physics students 
having one or more parents educated beyond high school. 

Students recorded their post high school plans when they took the end-of- 
course tests. As would be expected, a higher percentage of students in the 
advanced courses plan to attend a Tour-year college than in the more general 
courses. 1 While approximately half of Biology and EngHsh I students intend 



^Due to space limitations on the answer sheet, post high school plans were net collected for U.S. 
History students. 
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Table 6. Characteristics of Students Taking Each Course 



Algebra I Geometry Algebra II Biology Chemistry Physics English I U.S. History 
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to go to a four-year college, more than 70 percent of Algebra II and Chemistry 
students, and more than 85 percent of Physics students, have such plans. Also, 
more than 65 percent of students in general courses intend to further their 
education in somefashion, in addition to more than 14 percent who are undecided 
and may yet choose to ftirther their education. The percentage of undecided 
students also decreases as the courses become more selective. Among the census 
courses of Biology and English I more than 5 percent plan to work after 
graduation, and more than 8 percent intend to enlist in military service. 

Post high school plans of students enrolled in various high school courses 
appear to vary by ethnic group. Figure 7 displays the percentages of black and 
white students in each course with various post high school plans. In Algebra I, 
Geometry, Chemistry, and English I the percentage of black students in each 
course who plan to attend a fbur-year college is similar to the percentage of white 
students with such plans. The percentage of black students taking the most 
advanced math and science courses who plan to go to college is slightly higher 
than the percentage of white students. In general, a higher percentage of white 
students than black students plan to attend a commimity college, while a higher 
percentage of black than white students plan to enlist in the military. In all 
courses, smaller percentages of black students are undecided about their post 
graduation plans. 

Except for the highly selective Physics classes, grading patterns appear to 
be consistent across high school subjects. Algebra I has the highest percentage of 
"Fs", reflecting its perceived status as a screening course for other subjects. A 
higher percentage of students receive "Fs" in this relatively selective course than 
in the general courses of Biology, Enghsh I, or U.S. History. There is a slight 
tendency for higher percentages of students to receive higher grades in selective 
courses than in general courses. However, even though only about 43 percent of 
Bioiogy students take Chemistry, similar percentages fail the course -- 9.4 percent 
for Chemistry and 11.9 percent for Biology. 

Finally, participation varies by school system. For example, in 1989-90 
participation in Algebra 1 varied from an estimated 43.6 percent to 100.0 percent, 
and between 17.1 percent and 65.4 percent for Chemistry. While the median 
participation index for Algebra I was about 70, 10 percent of school systems had 
participation rates under 57 and 10 percent had rates over 85. Participation 
indices for all school systems are reported in Section V and are displayed 
graphically in Figure 9. The ranges depicted in the graph show that even among 
general courses there is some variation in participation. This variation is much 
narrower than that for Algebra I and other selective com ses. One might 
speculate that the wide variation is due to differences in ability among students in 
the school systems. The table below gives the range and the median participation 
rates for the two initial selective math and science courses for school systems 
grouped by average performance on the eighth-grade California Achievement 
Tests. 
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Table 7. 1989-90 Participation in Algebra I and Chemistry, Grouped 
by ^^tb-Grade Total Battery California Achievement Tests Scores 



Total Battery Algebra I Chemistry Number 

Percentile Range Love Median Bigh Love Median High ofLEAs 

65 and Above 50.0% 79.2% 100.0% 28.9% 39.2% 58.9% 18 

60^ 50.0% 73.8% 100.0% 18.7% 44.2% 65.4% 27 

55-59 50.0% 69.7% 93.4% 19.2% 32.7% 57.7% 35 

50-54 51.4% 67.2% 84.2% 21.1% 35.9% 51.6% 29 

Less than 50 43.6% 67.7% 92.2% 17.1% 30.9% 58.8% 25 

This table illustrates that among low achieving student populations and high 
achieving student populations the range in participation is almost as great as that 
among all school systems. Therefore, even when controlling for average 
achievement levels for school systems the variation in participation is still quite 
large. Participation and performance for all school systems grouped by the above 
performance ranges are displayed in Figures 22-26 and are reported in Section V. 
School systems are listed in alphabetical order within each group. 

Performance 

The purposes of the end-of-course tests include providing a student score 
and a summary score which are comparable across years and can be used for 
student grading and school and school system accountability. The tests do not 
provide information about how North Carolina students are doing compared with 
other students in the nation; rather, they measure the implementation of the 
goals and objectives in the Standard Course of Study. The core tests are designed 
to average between 60 and 65 percent correct at the initial administration. 
Therefore, scores at the initial administration of tests, such as the Physics and 
English I Tests in 1989-90, do not provide much information about statewide 
achievement, but give a benchmark for comparisons in future years, and a 
standard to vhich school and school system achievement can be compared. 

Statewide performance in all courses. Average scores at the 1989-90 
administration ranged from 61.2 average percent correct in Biology to 70.3 in U.S. 
History. 1 Table 8 displays the core scores for all end-of-course tests since the first 
Algebra I Test was administered in 1985-86. Gains are exhibited for five of the six 
subjects tested in both 1988-89 and 1989-90. Except for Algebra II, tests which have 
been administered three or more years have shown average gains of 2 or more test 
items since their initial administrations. For example, 1989-90 Algebra I 
students answered an average of 2.9 more test items than 1985-86 Algebra I 
students. Average scores for English I and Physics were within the range 
expected for first administrations. 

Average scores since 1985-86 for Algebra I and since 1986-87 for Biology are 
displayed graphically in Figures 10 and 11. The dotted Unes on the graphs show 



^The end-of-course core tests vary in length: Algebra I, Geometry, Chemistry, Physics, and U.S. 
History contain 60 items; Algebra II contains 56 items; Biology, 66 items; and English I, 100 
items. 
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Table 8. Average Core Scores for End-of-Course Subjects Since 1985-86 
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the average scores for students receiving various anticipated final grades at the 
first administrations.! These average scores for various letter grades can ha used 
to interpret differences in average core scores either across time or acros& groups. 
For example, in 1985-86 the average Algebra I score for "B" students was 42.2 and 
the average for "C" students was 37.8. Since tnat time the statewide average for 
all Algebra I students has increased from 37.7 to 40.6, or more than half i letter 
grade. In other words, according to 1985-86 standards, average performance in 
1989-90 was at "C+" or "B-" levels while average perfoi-mance in 1985-86 was at a 
"C" level (see grading discussion below). 

Performance by subgroups of students. Average scores for all courses are 
reported in Table 9 by grade level, sex, ethnic group, parental education level, post 
high school plans, and anticipated final grade. Graphs depicting score 
differences among these groups are presented in Figures 12 through 16. The 
largest performance differences by students across grade levels occurs in courses 
in which students may be in dissimilar tracks. For example, in the math 
sequence there are large differences between eighth-grade students, who are on 
an accelerated track, ninth-grade students, who are on the traditional track, and 
tenth grade students, who are on a slower track or may be retaking the course. 
Typically, eighth-grade students are a highly select subgroup of eighth-grade 
students, and therefore are expected to outperform other students. These 
differences are paralleled in Geometry and Algebra II. In the science sequence, 
in some school systems high achieving students do not take Physical Science in 
the ninth grade. Instead, they take Biology in the ninth grade, followed by 
Chemistry in the tenth and then take Physics to fulfill the physical science 
requirement. The select nature of these students is reflected in the large score 
differences between different grade levels in Biology and Chemistry. 

Average differences by sex are minimal for Algebra I, Algebra II, and 
Biology. The largest sex differences in performance occur in English I and 
Physics; in English I females average 7 percentage points higher than males and 
in Physics males score an average of 6.5 percentage points higher than females. 
On the remainder of the courses, Geometry, Chemistry, and U.S. History, males 
average several percentage points higher than females. 

Average differences by ethnic group occur for all subjects. White students 
and "other" students scored higher on average than black students and American 
Indian students on all end-of-course tests. 

Parental education difTerences on end-of-course tests are similar to those on 
other tests. Although there are some differences between students whose parents 
are high school graduates and students whose parents have less education, the 
largest difference occurs between students who have parents educated beyond 
high school and students with less educated parents. The differences among 
parental education levels are somewhat smaller in the selective courses. 



^Teachers record the final grades they anticipate giving each students at the time of test 
administration. 
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Tabl« 9. Averag* Performance ol Students In Each Course 
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Students in all courses except U.S. History were asked to record their pos^ 
high school plana when they took the end-of-course tests. As expected, students 
who plan to continue their education in a four-year college score substantially 
higher on average than students with other post high school plans. In the 
selective math courses there is very little difference in average performance 
among students who intend to work, enlist in the military, attend trade or 
business schools, attend community colleges, or attend private jumor colleges. 

Currently, Algebra I is the only end-of-course subject that is offered over 
either one or two academic years. The two-year course allows students to take 
additional time to master the same course content. As can be seen in Table 10, 
students in two-year Algebra I programs do not score substantially lower than 
regular Algebra I students. 

Table 10. 1989-90 Algebra I Performance by TVpe of Program 

Average 

Pragram Number Tested Average Core Percent Correct 

Two-Year 10,526 37.0 61.6% 

Regular 43,529 40.5 67.5% 

Honors 4,585 49.8 83.0% 



At the time of test administration teachers recorded the final grades that 
they anticipated giving students. The average scores by anticipated final grade 
are reported in Table 9 and displayed in Figure 16. There is a consistent 
difference between grade groups of about 4 to 5 raw score points for all subjects 
with tests of 56 to 66 items, and about 8 to 9 raw score points for the 100-item 
English I Test. This pattern is an indication of test validity in that the results 
parallel the grading practices of teachers for studert work over the course of the 
school year. 

Although there are consistent differences in average scores for the grade 
groups, wide variations exist in scores for students receiving each grade. Figure 
17 displays the variations in scores for Algebra I students. The range of scores 
reflects differences in grading standards across tracks, teachers, schools, and 
school systems.! in fact, grading standards appear to have changed somewhat 
since the implementation of the first end-of-course test. Figure 18 shows the 
average scores for each grade group in Algebra I since 1985-86. As overall scores 
have increased, so have scores for each grade group. The increases for each 
grade group indicate that grading standards for students have become more 
stringent as overall achievement has increased. 



^The companion subject area volumes conUin average scores for each letter grade group and 
percentages of students attaining each letter grade for all public school systems. In those tabl( 
can be seen that although there are different standards across school systems, within most sol 
systems the average score for each letter grade group differs in a systematic way, parallelmg 
performance on the tests. 



The consistent differences among grade groups on the end-of-course tests 
help interpret differences in scores over time and among groups. For example, 
the average scores for college-bound students in the selective courses of Algebra I, 
Geom'itry, Algebra II, and Chemistry are between the overall average for "C" and 
"B" "Students. In other words, in these courses college-bound students are scoring 
on average at a "C+" or "B-" level. In the general courses of Biology and English 
I, average scores for college-bound students are at the "B" average score level. 

Finally, average performance on end-of-course tests varies by school 
system. See Section V for the average core scores for all school systems on all end- 
of-course tests. The widest variations in school system performance occurs 
among the selective courses in math and science (see Figure 19), with narrower 
differences among most school system averages occurring for the general courses 
of Biology, Enghsh I, and U.S. History. For example, in U.S. History the range of 
average scores for the middle 50 percent of school systems is about 3 test items (5 
percentage points), or sHghtly more than half a letter grade on the grading scale. 
In Algebra II the range for the middle 50 percent of school systems is about 5 
items (about 10 percentage points), or an entire letter grade. 

Indices of Program Effectiveness: Yield and Effective Yield 

Since selective math and science courses are not taken by all students, 
overall performance in these subjects may be related to participation within 
school systems or within the state. For example, if only the top 20 percent of 
students take a course, scores will necessarily be higher than if the top 50 percent 
take the course. Yield is an index of the effectiveness of a program which takes 
into account both participation and performance. It is based on the concept of 
yield presented in The Underachieving Curriculum and suggests that indices of 
program effectiveness should reflect not only "what students know" but also "how 
many know it".i Yield is calculated for all selective course by multiplying the 
participation in a course by the average percent of core items answered correctly 
and then multiplying by 100. Yield would be 100 percent if all students took a 
course and all students achieved a perfect score. Statewide yield scores for 
selective courses are presented in Table 11 below. 



ICurtis McKiiight, et. al., The Underachieving Curriculum: Assessing U.S. School Mathematics 
from an International Perspective. International Association for the Evaluation of Education 
Achievement, Stipes Publishing Company, Champaign, IL, 1987. McKnight did not quantify 
yield. The suggestion for quantifying yield as described above was made by Randy Harter, 
Mathematics Supervisor for Buncombe County Schools. He also suggested the effective yield 
index. 
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Table 11. Yield and Effective Yield for Selective Counea Since 1985-86 





• • •Algebra I* •• 

Effective 
Yield Yield 


• • •Geometry* •• 
Effective 
Yield Yield 
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• ••Phy«ic*^^^ 
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Yield Yield 



7.4 



7.1 



Gray areas indicate yeara prior to implementation. 



As would be expected, yield scores are progressively lower as courses become 
more selective. A gain of 6.3 points in yield has occurred for Algebra I since 1985- 
86. 

Effective yield is a similar index but it counts as "pL. dcipating" in the 
course only those students whose achievement is above a cutoff point estimating 
that they vriW pass the course. Effective yield will be the same as yield only when 
all students taking a course achieve at or above the estimated passing score. 
While yield increases dramatically when participation increases, effective jield 
increases only when participating students achieve above a passing level. 
Statewide effective yields for selective courses are reported in Table 11. Yield and 
effective yield for all school systems are reported in Section V. 

Figure 20 displays the trends in participation, average scores, yield, and 
effective yield for Algebra I since 1985-86. All indices have increased over the past 
5 years. Gains in effective yield parallel gains in yield, indicating that the 
additional students taking Algebra I are capable of performing at acceptable 
levels. 

Since the beginning of the End-of-Course Testing Program with the 
statewide Algebra I assessment in 1985-86 participation in Algebra I has been a 
concern. As mentioned above. Algebra I is an important course in high school; it 
is a gatekeeper for almost all advanced study in math and science. Several school 
systems have set goals for increased participation and have made progress in 
attaining those goals. For example, Richmond County set a criterion level at the 
50th percentile on the mathematics section of the California Achievement Tests 
taken in the eighth graded encouraging enrollment of all students who score 



^The CAT was used as an indicator of overall ability or achievement in advising students to take 
Algebra I. There are other tests that measure the likelihood of success in Algebra I. 

20 34 



ERIC 



above this point. Seeing that enrollment still was not at expectation, they enrolled 
all students between the 35th and 50th percentile in the two-year Algebra I 
program. Participation increased from 47.1 to 71,9 percent during the period 
from 1986 to 1990, and average scores increased from 32.2 to 37.3. Trends in 
participation, performance, yield, and effective yield for Richmond County are 
displayed in Figure 21. 
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Section IIL Grt jhicsl Representatioiis of Results 



Figure 1. Eitimated PBrcen<afB of Students TridngNert Coune in Seqiienrift 




Observadons: 

• The estimated percentage of students taking the next course in the math 
sequence is somewhat lower than the percentage passing the previous course. 

• The estimated percentage of students taking the next course in the science 
sequence in dramatically lower than the percentage passing the course. 

• Less than half the students taking Biology go on to take Chemistry, and less 
than one third of the students taking Chemistry go on to take Physics. 

Notes: 

The typical math sequence is Algebra I -- Geometry -- Algebra II. 
The typical science sequence is Biology Chemistry -- Physics. 

Data Source: Table 4 
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Figiiie2i I¥n»t of Algelm I Students by (k«deL0vd and Ethnk Group 
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Observations: 

* Although about 25 percent of Algebra I students are black, less than 14 percent 
of eighth-grade Algebra I students are black. 

* The opportunity to participate in an accelerated math sequence by taking 
Algebra I in the eighth grade appears to vary by ethnic group. 

* Almost half the 4,938 students taking Algebra I in the eleventh grade are 
black. Students not completing Algebra I until the eleventh grade cannot 
complete the three year math sequence required by the University of North 
Carolina system prior to graduation. 

Data Source: not in text. Table 5 gives overall proportions of Algebra I students by 
grade level. 
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Figured I>i«cntol8tiidaitsinEMhCoiine1iy8ex 




Observations: 

• Except for Physics, a higher percentage of females than males are enrolled in 
selective math and science courses. 

• Females and males are equally represented in the general courses taken by all 
students: Biology, U.S. History, and English I. 

Data Source: Table 6 




Flgi]rB4 FeraoitofStudflDti in EidiCkiaEielvEflmic Group 
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Observations: 

* Black students represent slightly over 30 percent of the K-12 membership, and 
dose to 30 percent of the enrollment in in the general courses of Biology, 
EngUsh I, and U.S. History. 

* Based on their representation in the overall student population, black students 
are less Ukely than white students to be enrolled in selective math and science 
courses. 

* Based on their representation in the overall student population, "other" 
students are more likely to be enrolled in selective math and science courses. 

* As the courses become more advanced in the selective math and science 
8equ^::nces, fewer black students are enrolled. 

Data Source: Table 6. 
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FIgarafi. Feraeiitc/SludBiit8inEMliCoiirMbyI«iv«lofPne^ 
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ObservatloDs: 

• In the general courcee between 55 and 60 percent of students have one or more 
parents with education beyond high school. 

• About 65 percent of Algebra I students have parents with beyond high school 
education, and the percentage increases as tiie courses bv^come more 
advanced, with almost 82 percent of Physics students h&ving parents with 
some education beyond high school. 

• Students whose parents have no more than a high school education are less 
likely to take the advanced math and science courses. 

Data Source: Table 6. 
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Observatioiis: 

• A larger proportion of students in the advanced math and science courses 
intend to go to college than in the more general courses. 

• While about 50 percent of the students in the general courses intend to go to 
college, more than 70 percent of Algebra II and Chemistry students, and more 
than 85 percent of Physics students, plan to go to college. 

• More than 65 percent of students in general courses plan to further their 
education after high school, and more than 14 percent remain undecided and 
may yet choose to continue their education. 

• The percentage of undecided students decreases as the courses become more 
selective. 

Note: 

Post high school plans were not collected for U.S. History students. 
DataSoura: Table 6. 
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Observations: 

• In Algebra I, Geometry, Chemistry, and English I there is no difference 
between black and white students in the proportion who intend to go to college. 

• In the most advanced math and science courses. Algebra II and Physics, a 
higher percentage of black students plan to attend college. 

• In general, a higher percentage of white students than black students plan to 
attend a community college, while a higher percentage of black students than 
white students plan to enlist in miUtary service. 

• In all courses, smaller proportions of black students are undecided about their 
post graduation plans. 

Note: 

Post high school plans were not collected for U.S. History students. 

Data Source: not in report. Table 6 contains the overall propotions of students for 
each post graduation plan. 
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Observations: 

• Except for Physics, grading patterns are consistent across high school 
subjects; similar percentages of students are receiving each letter grade. 

• Algebra I has a somewhat higher failure rate, reflecting its perceived status 
as a screening course for other advanced math and science courses. 

Data Source: Table 6. 
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Figure 9. Plots of Participation Indices for 134 School Systems 
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Observations: 

• The variation in participation indices among the 134 school systems tends to be 
narrower for the general courses, and wider for the more advanced, selective 
courses. 

• The widest variation in participation occurs for Algebra I and Geometry. Ten 
percent of school systems have Algebra I participation rates over 85 and 10 
percent have participation rates under 57. 

• Physics is a very selective course, with less than 10 percent of school systems 
having participation rates over 20. 

Note: 

Box and whisker plots illustrate not only the typical values of mean and median, 
but also the range in values. They are useful in evaluating the scope of variation 
among groups, and for comparing the high and low values for different groups. 



Data Source: Section V. 
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Figure 10. Statewide Average Algebra I Scores: 1986-1990 
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Observations: 

• Average core scores in Algebra I have increased from a "C" level to a "C-4 " or 
"B-" level according to 1985-86 grading standards. 

Notes: 

Teachers reco: ded the final grade they anticipated giving each student at the time 
of the test admiiastration. The dotted gray lines indicate statewide average scores 
for each anticipated final grade for the 1^^*1-86 administration of the Algebra I 
Test, and reflect grading standards at tne in'+^^ial administration. As can be seen 
in Figure 18 below, the grading standards ha . e increased with each test 
administration. 

Data Source: Table 8. 
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Figure 11. Statewide Average Biology Scores: 1987-1990 
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Observations: 

• Average core scores in Biology have increased fror:: a "C" level to a "C+" level 
accor(Sng to 1987-88 grading standards. 

Notes: 

Teachers recorded the final grade they anticipated giving each student at the time 
of the test administration. The dotted gray lines indicate statewide average scores 
for each anticipated final grade for the 1986-87 administration of the Biology Test, 
and reflect grading standards at the initial administration. As can be seen in 
Figure 18 below, the grading standards increase with each test administration. 

Data Source: Table 8. 
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Figure 12. Average PeroentCkirreu on Ckro Tests by Sex 
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Obs&rvaJdaosi 

• Average difTerences by sex are minimal for Algebra I, Algebra II, and Biology. 

• The largest sex differences in performance occur in English I and Physics, 
with females averaging about 7 percentage points higher in English I and 
males averaging about 6.5 percentage points higher in Physics. 

• Males average several percentage points higher than females in Geometry, 
Chemistry, and U.S. History. 

Data Source: Table 9. 
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Figure IS. Average Fenmt Comet on Cora 
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Observatioiis: 

• Average differences by ethnic group occur for all subjects. 

• On average, white students and "other" students scored higher than black 
students and American Indian students. 

Data Source: Table 9. 
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Figure 14 Aven«ePeroent Correct on Gen 
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ObservatioDs: 

• Average score differences by parental education occur for all subjects. 

• The largest difference is between averages for students whose parents have 
some education past high school and all other students. 

• In the select math and science courses the differences among students whose 
parents have a high school education or less are small. 

Note: 

Students recorded the education level of the parent with the most education. 
Data Source: Table 9. 
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Figure IS. Av«n0Bl^natitCkmctonaireTMbyFb8tHi|^Scfa^ 




20 40 60 

Average Percent Ck>rrect 



— r- 
80 



— I 

100 



n 


Other 




Undecided 


■ 


Military 


□ 


Employment 




Trade School 




Private Jr. Coll. 


■ 


Comm. Coll. 


■ 


4-Year Coll. 



Obararvataans: 

• Students who plan to continue their education in a four-year college score 
substantially Mgher on average than students with other post high school 
plans. 

• In the selective math courses there is very little difference in average 
performance among students who intend to work, enlist in the military, attend 
trade or business schools, attend community colleges, or attend private junior 
colleges. 

Data Source: Table 9. 
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Observations: 

• There is a consistent difference in average scores for each anticipated final 
grade across all subjects, which is an indication of test validity, in that the 
results parallel the grading practices of teachers for students' work over the 
course of the school year. 

• The range of average scores for each letter grade is narrower for the two 
selective science courses than for the other courses. 

Notes: 

Teachers recorded the final grade they anticipated giving each student at the time 
of the test administrations. 

Data Source: Table 9. 
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Figure 17. Distributions of Algebra I Core Scores by Anticipated Final Grade: 1990 




• The box and whisker plots illustrate the variation in anticipated final grades 
when compared with a common standard: scores on the Algebra I Test. 

• The range of scores reflects differences in grading standards across tracks, 
teachers, schools, and school systems. 

Notes: 

Box and whisker plots illustrate not only the typical value such as a mean or 
median, but also the range in values. They are usefiil in evaluating the variation 
among groups, and for comparing the high and low values for different groups. 

The companion subject area volumes contain average scores for each letter grade 
group and percentages of students attaining each letter grade for all public school 
systems. In those volumes it can be seen that although there are differences in 
standards across school systems, within most school systems the average scores for 
each letter grade group differ in a systematic way, paralleling performance on the 
end-of-course tests. 



Data Source: not in ttixt 
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Ficure 18. Average Algebra I Soores hy Anticipated Final Grade: 1886-1990 
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Observatioiis: 

• An increase in average scores for each letter grade has paralleled the increase 
in overall average scores. 

• It appears that grading standards for students have become more stringent as 
overall achievement has increased. 

Notes: 

Teachers recorded the final grade they anticipated giving each student at the time 
of test administration. 

Data Source: Reports of Student Performance for Algebra I, 1986 through 1989. 



40 



Figure 19. Plot of Average Core Performance for 134 School Systems. 
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Obsei^.TitioDs: 

• The widest variations in school system performance occur among the selective 
courses in math and science, with narrower differences among most school 
system averages occuring for the general courses of Biology, English I, and 
U.S. History. 

• For U.S. History, the range of average scores for the middle 50 percent of 
school systems is about 3 test items (5 percentage points), or slightly more than 
half 8 letter grade on the grading scale. 

• For Algebra II, the range for the middle 50 percent of school systems is about 5 
i^-^ms (about 10 percentage points), or an entire letter grade. 

Box and whisker plots illustrate not only the typical value such as a mean or 
median, but also the range in values. They are useful in evaluating the vanation 
among groups, and for comparing the high and low values for different groups. 

Data Source: Section V. 
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Figure 20. Participation, Average Scoree, Yield, and 
Effeotive Yield for Algebra h 1986-1990 
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Observatioiis: 

• Since the initial administration in 1986, participation and average scores have 
increased, resulting in increases in yield and effective yield. 

• Gains in effective yield have paralleled gains in yield, indicating that the 
additional students taking Algebra I are capable of performing at acceptable 
levels. 

Notes: 

Yield is an index of the effectiveness of a program which takes into account both 
participation and performance. It is calculated by multiplying the participation 
in a course by the average percent of core items answered correctly and then 
multiplying by 100. Yield would be 100 if all students took a course and all 
students achieved a perfect score. Effective yield is a similar index but it counts as 
"participating" only those students whose achievement is above a cutoff point 
estimating whether they will pass the course. 

Data Source: Tables 3, 8, and 11. 



42 56 



Figura 21. Richmond County Participation, Average Scores, 
Yield, and EffeeUve Yield for Algebra I: 1086-1990 
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Observations: 

• Since the initial administration in 1986, participation in Algebra I in 
Richmond County has increased dramatically. 

• The increase in participation has been accompanied by an increase in 
performance, and a corresponding increase in yield and effective yield. 

• These results suggest that school systems can increase participation in 
Algebra I, and increase performance at the same time. 

Data Source: not in text. 




ERIC 



43 



57 



Figures 22-26, Average Algebra I Core Scores and Participation for School 
Systems Grouped by 1989-90 8th Grade California Achievement Test Total Battery 
Scores. 



Observations: 



\jD8ervauons: 

• The range in participation among school systems with similar average ability, 
as measured by the 8th grade C^ifomia Achievement Test, is almost as great 
as the range among all school systems. 



• Variation in participation cannot be explained totally by variations in the 
ability levels of students populations. 

Notes: 

School systems are arranged in alphabetical order within groups. 
Data Source: not in text. 
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Figure 22 

Average Algebra I Core Scores and Participation for School Systems 
Scoring at the 66th Percentile or Above on the 1989-90 8th Grade CAT 

School Systems are arranged in alphabetical order 
School System 

Ashe County 
Burlington City 
Cabarrus County 
Camden County 
Chapel Hill City 
Cherokee County 
Chowan County 
Clay County 
Dare County 
Davie County 
Durham County 
Forsyth County 
Hickory City 
Jackson County 
Mount Airy City 
Stanly County 
Wake County 
Watauga County 




60 

state Averages indicated by arrows. 



40 20 

Average Core Score 
state Average-40.6 
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Percent of Class 
state Percentage-72.3 
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Figure 23 

Average Algebra I Core Scores and Participation for School Systems 
Scoring at the 60th-66th Percentile on the 1989-90 8th Grade CAT 



School Syotem* are arrangsd in alphabetical order 
^rhoQl Svatem 

Alamance County 
Albemarle City 
Alleahany County 
Asheboro City 
Ashevllle City 
Buncombe Countyy 
Catawba County 
Davidson County 
ElkIn City 
Qraham County 
Qreensboro City 
Qullford County 
Haywood County 
Hendersonvllle City 
Macon County 
Mitchell County 
Moore County 
Mooresvllle City 
New Hanover County 
Pamlico County 
Roanoke Rapids City 
Rockingham County 
Shelby City 
Swain County 
Tyrell County 
Union County 
Yadkin County 




state Averages Indicated by arrows. 
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Figure 24 

Average Algebra I Core Scores and Participation for School Systems 
Scoring at the 55-59th Percentile on the 1989-90 8th Grade CAT 



School Systems are arranged In 
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Yancey Coun 




state Averages Indicated by arrows. 
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Figure 25 

Algebra I Core Scores and Participation for School Systems 
Scoring at the 50-54th Percentile on the 1989-90 8th Grade CAT 



School Systems are arranged In alphabetical order 

School System 

Beaufort County 
Bladen County 
Caldwell County 
Caswell County 
Cleveland County 
Clinton City 
Columbus County 
Craven County 
Cumberland County 
Edgecombe County 
Franklin County 
Gaston County 
Granville Countyy 
Hertford County 
Jones County 
Lee County 
Lenoir County 
Lincoln County 
Monroe City 
Nash County 
Newton City 
Onslow County 
Orange County 
Pitt County 
Randolph County 
Richmond County 
Stol(es County 
Tarboro City 
Wilkes County 




60 



state Averages Indicated by arrows. 
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Figure 26 

Average Algebra I Core Scores and Participation for School Systems 
Scoring Below the 60th Percentile on the 1989-90 8th Grade CAT 



School Systems are arranced in alphabetical order 

SfthoQl System 

Anson County 
Brunswick County 
Durham City 
Frankllnton City 
Qates County 
Qoldsboro City 
Greene County 
Halifax County 
Hoke County 
Hyde County 
Kannapolls City 
Kinston City 
Lexington City 
Madison County 
Montgomery County 
Northampton County 
Pender County 
Robeson County 
Rocky Mount City 
Scotland County 
Thomasville City 
Vance County 
Warren County 
Weldon City 
West Rockingham City 




state Averages indicated by arrows. 
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Section IV 



Outstanding School Systems 




Outstanding School Systems: 1989-90 Perfommnce on EndK)f-Course Tests 1 



Rank Algebra I 

1. Chapel Hill City (83.5%) 

2. Dare County (73.5%) 

3. Tyrrell County (50.0%) 

4. Watauga County (68.0%) 

5. Currituck County (70.7%) 

6. Wake County (88.4%) 
T7. Elkin City (84.3%) 

T7. Camden County (79.0%) 
9. Catawba County (68.6%) 

10. Wilson County (67.3%) 

11. Cherokee County (58.7%) 

12. Tarboro City (75.8%) 
T13. Avery County (56.5%) 
T13. Ashe County (60.4%) 
lid. inomasviue ^iiy \,oo.o/o) 

14 school systems were within 
1 raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank Biology 

1. Chapel Hill City (98.1%) 

2. Dare County (81.0%) 

3. Hickory City (78.7%) 

4. Roanoke Rapids City (91.1%) 
T5. Elkin City (102.7%) 

T5. Wake County (92.1%) 

T5. Hendersonville City (127.0%) 

8. Watauga County (89.9%) 

9. Pamlico County (86.9%) 

10. Davie County (77.5%) 

11. Mount Airy City (103.7%) 

12. Macon County (83.2%) 
T13. BurHngton City (98.2%) 
T13. Carteret County (92.5%) 
Tl 4 Mooresville Citv ( 1 13.2%) 
T14. Cabarrus County (83.4%) 

5 school systems were with 1 
raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank Geometry 

1. Dare County (46.2%) 

2. Chapel Hill City (86.6%) 

3. Mooresville City (54.9%) 

4. Tyrrell County (41.7%) 

5. Ashe County (39.9%) 

6. Catawba County (39.7%) 

7. Wake County (65.2%) 

8. Macon County (37.2%) 

9. Roanoke Rapids City (52. 1%) 
TIG. Currituck County (42.7%) 
TIG. Albemarle City (74.3%) 

12. Hickory City (63.3%) 

13. Yancey County (38.2%) 
T14. Watauga County (55.5%) 
T14. Hendersonville City (45.2%) 

11 school systems were within 
1 raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank Chemistry 

1. Elkin City (50.8%) 

2. Mooresville City (26.1%) 

3. Davie County (35.1%) 

4. Roanoke Rapids City (45.6%) 

5. Watauga County (28.9%) 

6. Transylvania (30.9%) 

7. Wake County (58.9%) 

8. Perquimans County (31.2%) 

9. Rocky Mount City (26.9%) 
TIO. Mitchell County (18.7%) 
TIO. Union County (33.5%) 
TIO. Rutherford County (22.0%) 
T13. Chapel Hill City (56.4%) 
T13. Wilson County (29.9%) 
T13. Durham County (46.4%) 

8 school systems were within 1 
raw score point of the 15th 
school system 



'T means tic. Parlicipalion indices arc in parentheses. 
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Outstanding School Systems: 1989-90 Performance on End-of-Course Tests, 

cont'd. 1 



Rank Algebra n 

1. Chapel Hill City (58.0%) 

2. Watauga County (36J%) 

3. Dare County (51.3%) 

4. Perquimans County (36.8%) 

5. Currituck County (35.3%) 

6. Chatham County (40.0%) 

7. Carteret Coimty (39.3%) 

8. Albemarle City (50.7%) 

9. Wake County (65.2%) 

10. Greene County (34.4%) 

11. Chowan County (43.4%) 

12. Kinston City (34.4%) 

13. Rocky Mount City (25.6%) 

14. Pitt County (38.7%) 
T15. Gates County (37.0%) 
T15. Clinton City (40.1%) 

6 school systems were within 
1 raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank Physics 

1. Mooresville City (6.5%) 

2. Chapel Hill City (46.0%) 

3. Asheboro City (6.1%) 

4. Watauga County (10.3%) 

5. Chowan County (5.6%) 
T6. Carteret County (7.2%) 
T6. Rutherford Coimty (5.5%) 

8. Pasquotank County (3.5%) 
T9. Clay County (11.8%) 
T9. Davie County (6.2%) 

11. Lenoir County (3.6%) 

12. Mitchell County (7.4%) 
T13. Albemarle City (13.2%) 
T13. Henderson County (5.8%) 

15. Kings Mountain City (3.6%) 

7 school systems were within 1 
raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank U.S. History 

1. Wake County (84.9%) 

2. Montgomery County (74.4%) 

3. Dare County (99.5%) 

4. New Hanover County (81.7%) 

5. Hickory City (76.9%) 

6. Davie County (74.5%) 

7. Elkin City (100.0%) 

T8. Chapel Hill City (93.3%) 
T8. Watauga County (78.7%) 
10. Macon County (81.1%) 
TU. Union County (80.4%) 
Tl 1. Burlington City (82.3%) 
TU. Cabarrus County (83.7%) 

14. Hendersonville City (110.7%) 
T15. Henderson County (71.8%) 
T15. Randolph County (72.2%) 
T15. Currituck County (89.2%) 

22 school systems were \sithin 
1 raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank EngUsh I 

1. Elkin City (100.0%) 

2. Chapel Hill City (93.0%) 

3. Whiteville City (95.5%) 

4. Hickory City (87.3%) 

5. Roanoke Rapids City (92.5%) 

6. Burlington City (97.4%) 

7. Hendersonville City (119.2%) 

8. Mooresville City (89.4%) 

9. Wake County (93.0%) 

10. Perquimans County (86.8%) 

11. Cherokee County (86.2%) 

12. Mount Airy City (88.4%) 
T13. Mitchell County (90.3%) 
T13. Currituck County (87.8%) 
T13. Cabarrus County (88.1%) 

8 school systems were within 1 
raw score point of the 15th 
school system. 



means tie. Participation indices arc in parentheses. 



Outitandinc School Systems: 1&89-90 Participation in Selective Courses 



Rank 


Algebra I 


Rank 


Chemistry 


1. 


Hendersonville City 


1. 


Albemarle City 


2. 


Albemarle City 


2. 


Shelby City 


3. 


Mount Airy City 


a 


Hendersonville City 


4. 


Mitchell County 


4. 


Wake County 


5. 


Chatham County 


5. 


Gates County 


6. 


Lexington City 


6. 


Whiteville City 


7. 


New Hanover County 


7. 


Chapel Hill City 


8. 


Stanly Couaty 


8. 


New Hanover County 


9. 


Wake County 


9. 


Eden City 


10. 


Washington County 


10. 


m — 1. 4._ , 

lartMro L>\iy 


11. 


iviarvin VAJuiity 


11. 


Wayne County 


10 
IZ. 




12. 


Elkin Citv 


13 


Hickorv Citv 


13. 


Alleghany County 


14 


Whitfiville Citv 


14. 


Dare County 


15 


P^raiiimRnB Countv 


15. 


Weldon City 




7 school systems were within 3 




7 school systems were within 3 percentage 




percentage points of the 15th system. 




points of the 15th system. 


Rank 


Geometry 


Rank 


Physics 


1. 


Chapel Hill City 


1. 


Chapel Hill City 


2. 


Clay County 


2. 


Whiteville City 


3. 


Swain County 


3. 


Eden City 


4. 


Elkin City 


4. 


Transylvania County 


5. 


Albemarle City 


5. 


Wake County 


6. 


New Hanover County 


6. 


Weldon City 


T7. 


Jones County 


7. 


Tyrrell County 


T7. 


Guilford County 


8. 


Burlington City 


9. 


Burlington City 


9. 


Hendersonville City 


10. 


Durham County 


10. 


Camden County 


11. 


X cri^ujinianB v^^ciunty 


11. 


Mount Airv Citv 


12. 


Mount Airy City 


12. 


Gates County 


T13. 


Asheboro City 


T13. 


Tarboro City 


T13. 


Chatham County 


T13. 


Alexander County 


15. 


Kannapolis City 


15. 


Durham County 




5 school systems were within 3 




9 school systems were within 3 percentage 




percentage points of the 15th system. 




points of the 15th system. 



Rank 

1. Hendersonville City 

2. Elkin City 

3. Wake County 

4. Shelby City 

5. Roanoke Rapids City 

6. Chapel Hill City 

7. Cherokee County 

8. Kannapolis City 
9- Mount Airy City 

10. Durham County 

11. Macon County 

12. Cabarrus County 

13. Forsyth County 

14. Hickory City 

15. Dare County 

11 school systems are within 3 
percentage points of the 15th system. 
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means tie. 
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OutoUinding School Systems: 1961^90 Yield in Seleotive Courses 



RsAk 


Alf ebni I 


Rjuik 


I. 


Albraiarle City 


1. 


2. 


H«nd«»rMnvil1e City 


2. 


3. 


Chapel Hill City 


a 


4 


V/ake County 


4. 


5. 


Mount Airy City 


5. 


6. 


Mitchell County 


6. 


7. 


ElkinCity 


7. 


8. 


Chatham County 


T8. 


9. 


Hickory City 


T8. 


10. 


Durhmm County 


10. 


1 1 

I 1. 


vart uouniy 


11. 




Stanly Councy 


12 


AO. 


nvinvon kjivj 


13. 






14. 


ID. 




15. 




9 ichool wyntenn were within 3 point* of 






the 15th ifvitem. 




Rjmk 


Geometry 


Rank 


1. 


Chapel Hill City 


1. 


T2. 


Clay County 


2 


T2. 


Albemarle City 


3. 


4. 


ElkinCity 


4. 


T5. 


Wake County 


5. 


T5. 


Burhngton City 


6. 


7. 


Swain County 


7. 


8. 


Durham County 


8. 


9 


New Hanover County 


9. 


10. 


Guilford County 


10. 


11. 


Mount Airy U'lty 








12. 


13. 


Hickory Qt^ 


13. 


M. 


Chatl^sni County 


14. 


15. 


Ashsboro City 


15. 




2 school systems were within 3 points of 






the 15th system. 





Chemiatry 

Albemarle City 
Henderaonville City 
Wake C/Ounty 
Chapel Hill City 
Shelby City 
Elkin City 
Whiteville City 
New Hanover County 
Alleghany County 
Dare County 
Gat4rs County 
Hoanoke Rapids City 
Durham County 
Eden City 
Guilfora County 

10 ichool systems were within 3 points of 
the ISth syyter.^-. 



Physics 

Chapel Hill City 
Wake Cuunty 
Whiteville City 
Eden City 

Transylvania County 
Burlington Qty 
Hendersonville Cit>' 
Camden County 
Durham County 
Mount Airy City 
Pitt County 
Cherokee County 
Tyrrell County 
Tarboro City 
Alexander County 

16 school systems were within 3 points of 
the 15th system. 



Rank 


Algebra U 


1. 


Hendenionville City 


2. 


Elkin City 


3. 


aiapel Hill City 


4. 


Wake County 


5. 


Dare County 


6. 


Cherokee County 


7. 


Mount Airy City 


8. 


Durham County 


9. 


RoanoHe Rapids City 


10. 


Forsyth County 


11. 


Albemarle City 


12. 


Cabamii County 


13. 


Hickory City 


Tl'i. 


Macon County 


T14. 


Shelby City 




8 school systtms are within 3 percenta^je 




points of the 15th system. 
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Outstanding School Sy*t«ms: 1988*90 Effective Yield in Selective Counet 



Rank Algebra I 

1. Albemarle City 

2. Henderson ville City 

3. Wake County 

4. Mount Airy City 

5. Chapel Hill Qty 

6. Elkin City 

7. Dare County 

8. Camden County 

9. Mitchell County 

10. Newton City 

11. Cliatham County 

12. Perquimans County 

13. Durham County 

14. Chowan County 

15. Hickory City 

9 school aystems were within 3 points of 
the 15th system. 


Rank Chemistry 

1. Albemarle City 

2. Wake Cx)unty 

a Hendersonville City 

4. Chapel Hill City 

5. Elkin City 

T6. Whiteville City 
T6. Shelby City 

8. Alleghany County 

9. Dare County 

10. New Hanover County 

11. Roanoke Rapids City 
xz. L^urricuri vyuuiitjr 

13. Guilford County 

14. Burlington City 

15. Greensboro City 

10 school systems were within 3 
points of the 15th system. 


Rank Geometry 

1. Chapel Hill City 

2. Albemarle City 

3. Clay County 

4. Elkin City 

5. Wake County 

6. Burlington Cit> 

7. Durham County 

8. Perquimans County 
T9. Hickory City 

T9. Guilford County 

11. New Hanover County 

12. MooresviUe L^ity 

13. Mount Airy City 

14. Chatham County 

15. Asheboro City 

3 school systems were within 3 points of 
the 15t}i system. 


Rank Physics 

1. Chapel Hill City 
2 Wake County 

3. Whiteville City 

4. Eden City 

5. Burlington City 

6. Transylvania County 

7. Hendersonville City 

8. Cumden County 

9. Durham County 

10. Pitt County 

11. Mount Airy City 

19 nVjprnWA^ Countv 

13. Tarboro City 
T14. New Hanover County 
T14. Alexander County 

17 school systems were within 3 points of 
the 15th system. 




Rank Algebra 11 

1. Hendersonville City 

2. Elkin City 

3. Chapel Hill City 

4. Wake County 

5. Dare County 

6. Mount Airy City 

7. Cherokee County 

8. Durham County 

9. Albemarle City 

10. Forsyth County 

11. Cabarrus County 

12. Roanoke Rapids City 

13. Hickory City 

14. Macon County 

15. Newton City 

3 school systems are within 3 points of 
the 15th system. 





means tie. 
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Out«tondinf School Syatemt: Gain in Parformanee 1989 to 1900 ^ 



Rank 


Algebra I 


Rank 


Biology 


1. 


Avery County 


1. 


Pamlico County 


2. 


Yancey County 


Z 


Polk County 


3. 


Hyde County 


3* 


MooresviUe City 


T4. 


Anson County 


4. 


Jones County 


T4. 


Washington County 


Tb. 


Pasquotank County 


T4. 


Thomaaville City 


T5. 


Cabarrus County 


7. 


Bertie County 


7. 


Swain County 


8. 


Hertford County 


T8. 


Warren County 


9. 


Clay County 


T8. 


Washington City 


1 n 


OWCUri VAIUIltjr 


10. 


Thomasville City 


Til. 


Camden Countv 


11. 


Surry County 


Til. 


Alt 1 /^A-.. 

Albemarle mty 


19 


TCflnnATV>1is i>it~i/ 


ill* 


rienaersonviiie y^ivy 


Tia 


Transvlvania Countv 


ill* 


weiQon uicy 


1 lO. 


pATniiifnnnn floiintv 


lo« 


Alamance County 


10. 






10 Mhool iyitem #ere within 1 raw icore point of 




16 ■chooH lyitemt were within 1 raw loore point of the 




the 16th lyvtem. 




15th lyitenv 


Hank 


Geometry 


Rank 


Chemistry 


1. 


Bladen County 


1. 


Perquimans County 


2. 


Dare County 


2.. 


Prankbnton City 


3. 


Macon County 


3. 


Thomasville City 


4. 


Pranklinton City 


4. 


Yancey County 


T5. 


CJay County 


5. 


Elkin City 


1^. 


Elkin City 


6. 


Kannapolis City 


T5. 


lyrrell County 


7. 


Edgecombe County 


8. 


Weldon City 


8. 


Jones County 


9. 


Edgecombe County 


9. 


Hendersonville City 


10. 


Casv .11 County 


10. 


Hyde County 


1 1 


iyallVUiJlXJ V^lvjr 


11. 


Hoke Countv 


T12. 


Jackson Countv 


12. 


Henderson County 


Tj.2. 


Cabarrus County 


1 lo. 


Wilson couniy 


114. 


Anson County 


1 lo. 


IjrlTtrll wwuiitjf 


114. 


rolk County 


10* 


ivings iviounuun v^iwy 


T14. 


Harnett County 








25 ■chool lyvtMin were within 1 raw icore point of 




18 echool lyelcrm were within 1 raw icore point of the 




th« 15thi>«ieni 




15th •ystem. 


Rank 


Algebra n 


Rank 


U.S. History 


1. 


Lincoln County 


1. 


Richmond County 


T2. 


Hendersonville City 


Z 


Warren County 


T2. 


Elkin City 


3. 


Frankbnton City 


4. 


Martin County 


4. 


Hyde County 


T5. 


Newton City 


lo. 


Crates county 


T5. 


Surry County 


lo. 


jtSertie county 


7. 


McDowell County 


lo. 


Haywood County 


8. 


Perquimans County 


8. 


Scotland County 


9. 


Greene County 


9. 


^ orsyth County 


10. 


Burlington City 


110. 


iTiomasviue city 


1 1 


J\iulllcip\/IJD V^ltjr 


TlO. 


Goldsboro City 


12. 


Kincfs Mountain Citv 


T12. 


Vance County 




Swain Countv 


T12. 


Whiteville City 


14. 


Albemarle City 


14. 


Graham County 


T15. 


Hyde County 


15. 


Caswell County 


T15. 


Kinston City 








13 Mhool lyntemi w«re within 1 raw icore point oT 




31 ichoo) iy«temi were within 1 raw tcore point of the 




the IBthijmtent 




15th nyiitem. 
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Outstanding School Systems: Gain in Participation 1989 to 1990l 



Rank Algebra I 

1. Mitchell County 

2. Halifax County 

3. Weldon City 

4. Tarboro City 

5. Edgecombe County 
T6. Durham City 

T6. Pamlico County 

8. Lexington City 

9. Chowan County 

10. CHnton City 

11. Jackson County 

12. Madison County 
T13. Newton City 
T13. Albemarle City 

15. Rutherford County 

8 school systems were within 
3 percentage points of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank Geometry 

1. Clay County 

2. Jones County 

3. Chatham County 

4. Kings Mountain City 

5. Perquimans County 

6. Mount Airy City 

7. Camden County 

8. Rowan County 

9. Graham County 

10. Swain County 

11. Chapel Hill City 

12. Granville County 

13. Mooresville City 

14. Washington County 

10. ijinLUill \^UUIll/jf 

6 school systems were with 3 
percentage points of the 15th 
schoo! system. 


Rank Algebra n 

1. Cherokee County 

2. Alleghany County 

3. Polk County 

4. ElkinCity 

5. Swain County 

6. Mount Airy City 
T7. Macon County 
T7. Reidsville City 

9. Hickory City 

10. Transylvania County 

11. Currituck County 
T12. Goldsboro City 
T12. Pasquotank County 

14. Eden City 

15. Stanly County 

11 school systems were within 
3 percentage points of the 15th 
school system. 


Rank Chemistry 

1. Whiteville City 

2. Gates County 

3. Roanoke Rapids City 

4. Columbus County 

5. Goldsboro City 

6. CHnton City 

7. Albemarle City 

8. Polk County 

9. Elkin City 

10. Stanly County 

11. Alleghany County 

12. ReidsviHe City 

13. Clay County 

14. O.islow County 

15. Orange County 

13 school systems were within 3 
percentage points of the 15th 
school system 



'T tncan.s tie. 
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Outstanding School Systems: Gain in Yield 1989 to 19f 0^ 



Rank 


Algebra I 


Rank 


Geometry 


1. 


Mitchell County 


1. 


Clay County 


2. 


Tarboro City 


2. 


Jones County 


3. 


All 1 ^\ • X 

Albemarle City 


3. 


Chatham County 


T4. 


Pamlico County 


4. 


Kings Mountain City 


T4. 


Chowan County 


5. 


Chapel Hill City 


T4. 


Weldon City 


6. 


Mooresville City 


7. 


Newton City 


7. 


Jackson County 


8. 


Edgecombe County 


8. 


Rowan County 


9. 


Jackson County 


9. 


Mount Airy City 


10. 


Madison County 


10. 


Perquimans County 


11. 


Lexington City 


11. 


Bladen County 


12. 


Halifax County 


12. 


Granville County 


13. 


Rutherford County 


13. 


All r\ * 1. 

Asheboro City 


14. 


Iredell County 


14. 


New Hanover County 


15. 


Curntuck County 


15. 


Camden County 




11 school systems were within 




13 school systems were with 3 




3 points of the 15th school 




points of the 15th school 




system. 




system. 


Rank 


Algebra II 


Rank 


Chemistry 


1. 


Elkin City 


■i 

1. 


Elkin City 


2. 


Cherokee County 


2. 


1 T n * '11 • J 

Whiteville City 


3. 


owain County 


3. 


Roanoke Rapids City 


4. 


All 1 J 

Alleghany County 


4. 


Columbus County 


5. 


Mount Airy City 


5. 


All 1 • i 

Albemarle City 


6. 


Transylvania County 


6. 


A 1 1 1 i 

Alleghany County 


7. 


Eden City 


7. 


Gates County 


T8. 


Macon County 


8. 


111 • . 

Goldsboro City 


T8. 


Currituck County 


9. 


Stanly County 


10. 


Dare County 


10. 


Clinton City 


TU. 


Hickory City 


11. 


Onslow County 


1 11.. 


Lincoln County 


1 n 

12. 


Edgecombe County 


111. 


vjroiasDoro v^-iiy 




oampson L<ourity 


14. 


Stanly County 


14. 


Beaufort County 


15. 


Surry County 


15. 


Hyde County 




14 school systems were within 




23 school systems were within 3 




3 points of the 15th school 




points of the 15th school system 




system. 
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Outetanding School Systems: Gain in Effective Yield 1989 to 1990l 



Rank Algebra I 

1. Albemarle City 

2. Mitchell County 

3. Tarboro City 

4. Chowan County 
T5. Washington County 
T5. Pamhco County 

7. Yancey County 

8. Newton City 

9. Goldsboro City 

10. Weldon City 

11. Madison County 

12. Iredell County 

13. Rutherford County 

14. Edgecombe County 
16. Jackson County 

10 school systems were within 
3 points of the 16th school 
system. 


Rank Geometry 

1 Clay County 

2. Jones County 

3. Chatham County 

4. Kings Mountain City 

5. Bladen County 

6. Mooresville City 

7. Perquimans County 

8. Burlington City 

9. Chapel Hill City 

10. Granville County 

11. Jackson County 

12. Asheboro City 

13. Rowan County 

14. New Hanover County 

15. Guilford bounty 

16 school systems were with 3 
points of the 15th school 
system. 


Rank Algebra II 

1. Elkin City 

2. Cherokee County 

3. Mount Airy City 

4. Albemarle City 
6. Swain County 

6. Hendersonville City 
T7. Currituck County 
T7. Transylvania County 

9. Dare County 

10. Macon County 

11. Lincoln County 

12. Eden City 

13. Surry County 

14. Aiiegnany L<ouni,y 

15. Hickory City 

17 school systems were within 
3 points of the 15th school 
system. 


Rank Chemistry 

1 Elkin City 

2 Whiteville City 

3 Roanoke Rapids City 

4 Albemarle City 

5 Columbus County 

6 Alleghany County 

7 Edgecombe County 

8 Stanly County 

9 Goldsboro City 

10 CHnton City 

11 Sampson ounty 
T12 Hyde County 
T12 Gates County 

14 Beaufort Countv 

15 Onslow County 

21 school systems were within 3 
points of the 15th school system 
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Section V 
Results for Public School Systems 




NOr(T>iEAST REGION 
School Sytlom 



Average Performance on 1989-90 End-of-Couise Testa by School System 



•••♦♦•Algebri - ..-.♦Geometry *AigeDri ih *****s^n\o^y^**** ..•-.urwrnwry..-*' rny«v». — ^ -m r 

Averioe Percent Avenge Percent Average Percent Avenge Percent Avenge Percent Average Percent Avenge Percent Averege Perc«m 



MtGeometry 



•«Atgebri tl* 



^Biology 



Chemistry. 



.Phys<ce»-«** 



.English |. 



-U.S. History- 



Core 



Correct 



Con Cornet Core Comwl Con Correct Con Corr»ct 



Core 



Correct Con 



Corrrct 



Cora Correct 













34.9 


82.3 


37.8 


«0.« 


38.7 


84.8 


32.7 


84.5 


8S.8 


8S.«-i? 




liipi 


WMhhgtonCHy 


41.2 


6S.6 


35.4 


59.0 


37.2 


66.4 


40.3 


81.1 


36.7 


61 .1 


34.3 


57.2 


61,3 


61 ,3 


42,4 


70.8 






•••^es.i-:- 


■■■ 




28.1 


iti.z 


■37.7: ■■■ 


^ii7.i- ■■ 




83.8 


.28.« 


44.4 


13.4 


13.4 


35.9 


'.siii' 


Camdan County 


44.9 


74.9 


41.0 


68.3 


37,0 


66.1 


40.6 


61.5 


37.8 


63.0 


39.6 


66,0 


68,8 


68,8 


42,3 


70,6 


Cbtmm Cdoiirtf 






"■■■41i4 


<9.0 


41.6 


74.2 


^^:3t.t-;? 




^^;3lt J 


-■"53^^i-- 


?:::^44.4:- 


i74^1: 


87.4 


87.4 ■ 


41.1 


69.1 


Currituck County 


46,7 


77.9 


42.3 


70.6 


43.3 


77.2 


42.0 


63.7 


41.3 


68.8 


40.5 


67,6 


68.9 


68.9 


44.2 


73,6 


DM«0<MlM]r ■•^"■■••..V:-=t' 




•a<o 


■■ »0.# 


. »4.* - 


44<3 


79.1 




.:7t.2 ■ 


<--^i 


; li.3 


K'^ll^i-^ 


II. « '■ 


;^:vl8.8 


.■■.i8.i- 


41.1 


71.1 


Oataa County 


41.5 


69.1 


41.7 


69.5 


41 .0 


73.1 


38.2 


57.8 


35.0 


58.3 


33.5 


55.8 


59,0 


59,0 


42,0 


70.0 








31 » 




34.3 


11.3 


■■■■ 35.T 


54.1 


^ 34.5 : 


■ 87.8 


^■W38.t' ■ 


81.1 ■ 


•0.2 


80.2 


38.2 


63.7 


Hyda County 


40.5 


67.6 


37.8 


63.0 


39.6 


;o.7 


34.0 


51.6 


41.7 


69.5 


33.9 


56.5 


59,5 


59.5 


39,1 


65.2 


MMtihOMinly' 




S>.« 


3£.9 


59.7 


37<a 


68.5 


■ 88. 4 


■ 88.2 . 


.38.4 


: f4.i- 


\.-34.« 


57.7 


11 .i 


11. f 


4i.a 


'''li.2 


Paaquotank County 


41 .3 


6B.9 


35.7 


59.5 


36.0 


64.3 


42.3 


64.1 


37.1 


61 .8 


43.9 


73.1 


66,3 


66.3 


41.7 


69,5 






tO.1 




«I5,1 


43.8 


78.2^^ 


42.4-:.: 


*4.« ; 


■ 42.8 


71.3 


35.3 


- :: '53(:l 


70<1 


7dKl 






PM County 


43.0 


71.6 


39.0 


64.9 


41 .3 


73.7 


41.1 


62.3 


39.6 


66.0 


40.2 


S7,1 


62.1 


62,1 


43.7 


72.8 


Tyrf#» County ■ 








74.8 


37.5 


88<9 


3l><t 


58.5 


38.5 


84.2 


29.9 


4l.f 


is.i 


55.1 


4b.i 


57.0 


Waahlngton County 


37.1 


61.9 


32.8 


54.7 


34.5 


61.6 


36.5 


55.3 


34.9 


58.1 


42.3 


70.4 


64.4 


64.4 


38.9 


64.8 




Hi A 




: 39^4 


59,1 


34.8 


83.1 


40.8 


51.5 . 


34.0 


55.4 


37.2 


11 <9 


50.4 


80.4 


■ 39.1 


85.4 


End-ol-course testa vary 


in length: 


Algebra 1, Geometry. Ctiemijtry, Ptiysics, and U.S. History contain 60 items; Algelna II contains 56 items; 


Biology, 06 items; and English 1, 


100 lt«ms. 
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Average Performance on 1989-90 End^f-Couree Teete by School System 



SWTHEAST REGION 
Sehool Syilem 


*****«Atgebri U***^ 
Avenge Percent 
Core Correct 


Avenge Pircent 
Core Correct 


Algebri 

Average Peroerrt 
Core Correct 


-dtelogy*«*«« 
Averega Percent 
Cora Correct 


•.»«»«Chemletry 

Avenge Percent 
Cora Correct 


...««.phyalce>^«^ 
Average Percent 
Core Correct 


*«»^Engllah l*^** 
Avenge Percent 
Cora Correct 


♦^♦•U.S. Hletory**^ 
Avenge Percent 
Cora Correct 


Carteret County 


42 7 


71 .2 


40.2 


66.9 


42.0 


74.9 


43.9 


66.4 


39.9 


66.4 


44.2 


73.7 


62.4 


62.4 


43.4 


72.3 




x-^T* -• 


■ fti t - • 


• • .^m » f :•■ • 














«*.7 














Duplin County 




65.5 


35.4 


59.1 


35.3 


63.1 


39.1 


59.3 


36.9 


6^.4 


36.0 


63.4 


64.3 


64.3 


41.3 


69.6 


tireeiiii ^ditiililf 




fit 4 


~ V f kJ 


67.2 


41.7 


74^5 


4t>.t 


60.6 


41.2 


66.7 


37.* 


33,1 


57,i 


37.3 


40.1 




Jonee Countv 


17 1 


S2 1 


35.3 


58.6 


34.6 


61 .9 


40.9 


62.0 


34.9 


58.2 


36.4 


60.7 


56.7 


56.7 


40.2 


67.0 










6d 6 


35.9 


60.6 


31.6 


56.1 


39. S 




43.3 




33 J 


... 33 j . 


^i:i;4o.3'. 




Klnetor " >' 


42.7 


7 1 . 1 


17 a 

J r . e 






7 4 1 


38.6 


58.5 


36.6 


64.4 


37.9 


63.1 


60.4 


60.4 


39.6 


66.4 












:I9 1 


69*9 




tut 




35<0 


33 a 




31.3 










42 «U 


Ae e 

0 V • V 




61 .0 


33.6 


60.1 


40.1 


60.7 


39.1 


65.2 


36.7 


61.1 


64.3 


64.3 


41.9 


69.1 




4*-1 




#u»^ 




39 1 


6^«l 


44.7 


*7.t 


3S.6 


8I»7 


31.0 


3S.0 


: «3;i 


V >: V33J:::-: 


-;:\-33.4^ 






36. S 


60.6 


35.4 


58.9 


34.4 


61.4 


37.5 


56.6 


36.7 


61 .1 


33.9 


56.6 


63.4 


Q J. 4 


A i n 
4 1 . U 


A a A 

0 0.^ 










*7.S 


33.? 


60.1 : 


3*.i 


60. B 


36.4 


60.7 


4t.l 


T0*4 


•no 


31.0 


4S.2 


Tl«fl 


Clinton CHy 


3S.S 


59.1 


35.1 


56.5 


41.0 


73.1 


34.8 


52.7 


36.1 


60.2 


30.9 


51.5 


60.9 


60.9 


42.4 


70.7 


WiyMCourity^' ■ 


SB 6 


63.4 


36.7 


61.2 


3S.0 




40.6 


61.3 


36,3 


66.7 


36.7 


64.* 


33. a 


63.3 




70.3 


Qotdiboro City 


37.5 


62.5 


33. B 


56.3 


33.0 


56.9 


36.9 


56.0 


32.1 


53.5 


37.2 


62.1 


58.1 


58.1 


39.5 


65.8 


End-ol'course tests vary 


in length: 


Algelxa 1. Geometry. Chemistry, Physics, and U 


S. History contain 60 items; Algebra 11 contains 56 items; 


Biology, 66 items; and English 1. 


100 Items. 
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Average Performanca on 1939-90 End-of-Couraa Taals by School System 



CENTRAL REGION 
School Syatam 


♦«**««Algabre 
Average Parcant 
Cora Correct 


Averege Percent 
Core Correct 


••••-Algebre 
Average Percant 
Cora Correct 


Averege Percent 
Core Correct 


-..-Chamletry*^»« 
Averega Paroenl 
Core Coriact 


««»w.Phyalce**««- 
Averege Percent 
Cora Correct 


««.«^EngHeh 
Averege Percant 
Core Corract 


•^♦*U.3. Hlatory**»^ 
Averege Percent 
Core Corract 












40.3 








■■■•■42*2 




4ll-a''":- 






' ' ■ D #. WW : ■ 


•■ '-'44 :d 




Durham City 


33.1 


55.2 


29.0 


46.4 


25.4 


45.4 


33.6 


50.6 


26.6 


46.0 


31.7 


5 2.8 


9 a . 1 


9 a . 1 


1 A 9 


ao a 
















si .7 






f 3«0 • 






All fi' 

•:v 1eU♦V::■ 


aft A 


-Si k 




Tarboro City 


43.7 


72. a 


36.0 


59.9 


36.1 


64.5 


39.1 


59.3 


35.5 


59.1 


30.9 


01 .5 


8 7.1 


a 7 1 

0 # . 1 


1 Q a 


ftis a 






;§ 4" 












■■■■ ■■56 ♦? . 


36*1 










; ^ - ' ii j ft - - • 




iHs 8 1 


FrwiWInton CHy 


34.5 


57.5 


41.4 


66.9 


30.0 


53.6 


36.3 


58.1 


41 .5 


69.2 


40.3 


67.2 


59.3 


59.3 


4 0.8 


8 9.0 






tli*3 


••38^«- • 


59.$. 


99<0 


.■■■■■•■84-4. 




: Si ^9 








■■■■:■ a 3*^ 


' iii ' 
ie4»9 


..■ •■ a««^ - 




■■■.■■.■.■w9*V 


Halifax County 


32.5 


54.2 


26.1 


46.9 


26.6 


47.5 


31 .7 


46.0 


34.6 


57.6 


26 .0 


4 7.8 


9 2.1 


9 2.1 


1 a a 

J 9 . 9 


ao 1 

9 V . 1 








. 4f .7 


;••* Ti .1 




..■ :t$*3 : 






43 »i 


7»46 


40^4 






■ a ■ 


■■ ■ :^ ^ 4 ¥ . 


- ••• r «M # 


Waldon CNy 


32.2 


53.6 


26.4 


47.4 


26.2 


46.6 


30.6 


46.3 


27.3 


45.4 


24.0 


39.9 


45.1 


49.1 


9 0 a 

2 V . 9 


4 V . 2 












9t<l' ■ 


■. •■7tl*b-- 


• ■41*0 ■ 


'"■MM 4k- ■ 


: 3i^.O . 


■'.mm ■ 


, .■■• #V«a ■■: 


■■■■■■■: ai* - a ■ 


: ie^*i 


aa 1 


■ ^ .1 ♦ • ■ 


- ■-ii'igi a 


Naah County 


40.7 


67.6 


39.6 


66.1 


36. S 


68.8 


36.6 


56.5 


36.7 


64.5 


42.8 


71.4 


62.6 


62.6 


42.4 


70.6 






n.i 




«4.« 


4t/4 




3««a 






::-^70.t:- 


^!-:;^:44.0 


7*.1 


»i.4 


Sl>4 


40.* 




Northampton County 


3S.4 


63.9 


30.1 


50.2 


29.6 


52.9 


36.5 


55.3 


32.6 


54.6 


34.1 


56.6 


56.3 


56.3 


38.4 


64.0 






64,4 




56«6 


35.7 


60.2 










36«0 


63«3 


58.6 


$8.6 


41.0 


il.^ 


Waka County 


46.4 


77.3 


43.6 


72.6 


41 .8 


74.7 


45.2 


68.5 


42.9 


71.4 


42.0 


70.0 


70.6 


70.6 


46.7 


77.6 


WirriftCkKihiy" ■■- ■ 








55»9 






39^5 


S9«$ 










$6.8 


56.9 


4l.f 


8*.t 


Wilaon County 44.3 

End-ol courSG lesis vary m length: 


73.8 

Algebra 1. 


39.8 66.3 39.1 69.8 40.7 61.7 42.2 

Geometry, Chemistry. Physics, and U.S. History contain 60 items; Algebra II contains 


70.3 

56 items; 


41.7 69.5 63.6 

Biotogy. 66 items; and English 1. ' 


63.6 

too Hems. 


42.6 


71.1 



••Only 1 student took (he Physics Test in Warren County. 
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Avtraga P«rtorm«nci on Hift^-SO End-of-Couna TmIi by School Syilam 



IT. I 

3f 4 
3t I 

if .1 

IT • 

17 9 



II 7 

• f «4 
14 1 
#7.4 

• 4 1 
41 t 

•3 a 

41.4 
II 2 
41.4 

14 1 



A l^rc^n, Av^iiQ* P^rn iivia9. f^^ctm Avtrtpa P*c«Kit Av#f.o# P.r«rH Av.r.ot Prctnt AvjK.g. FWJ 



MU.S.HWofy— 



Cm 

14.1 
31 3 
37*0 
3$ 7 
34. i 
31 0 
17.4 
34 7 

n.i 

34 

3:^.4 

II s 



4§.2 
10. S 
41*4 
SI S 
41.3 
13 3 
43.4 
97 i 
44.4 
17 1 
II. T 
10 I 



32.4 
39 4 
34. 3 
31 1 
37.1 
31 7 
37.1 
31 I 
34.3 
31 3 
31.3 
34 1 



Cormci Cort 



44.1 
14 1 
43.4 

14. S 
47.4 
%^ ) 
47.4 
IS. I 
44.3 
SI 2 
44.4 
10 I 



37.3 

34.1 

41.0 

40.3 

34*0 

37.4 

94.4 

314 

37.4 

313 

34.4 

311 



Con»cl 

54. S 

S4.6 

43.1 

41 .0 

St*1 

S7.4 

44.3 

S4.1 

44*4 

C(4 ft 

43.4 

SSI 



Com Corrvd 



Com 



wormct Com 



33.7 

34.7 

34.7 

36. S 

34.1 

31.0 

37.4 

36.1 

34.1 

33.2 

34.4 

40.7 



44. 1 

41 .2 
44.4 

60.9 

40. f 

6S.0 

43.7 

61.3 

44.4 

SS.4 

$4.0 

67.1 



34.3 57.0 



35.2 
37. S 
34.4 
31.6 
40.4 
34.0 
37.4 
33.6 
33*4 
35 6 



$4.4 

42. S 
54.0 
64.3 
44.0 

S6.7 
63.4 
S6.0 
S5.4 

51.7 



0.5 
56.7 
71.0 
64.0 
44.4 
62.9 
42.t 
66.2 
01»4 
60.1 
57.0 

59.7 



Cormci 

40.5 

56.7 

T3.0 

64.0 

64.4 

62.9 

43.3 

66.2 

61.4 

40.1 

$7.0 

59.7 



Com 

37;4 

40.2 

43.6 

40.7 

41.3 

34.7 

42.8 

46.3 

42.$ 

43.2 

$4.2 

43.1 



Cofmel 

62.4 

67.0 

73.0 

67.4 

64.7 

64. S 

71.3 

77.2 

70.4 

71.9 

43.4 

72.9 



• ^r,^ ^9^--^^ ^-^rt U S M vr-y CO-Ul-^ M) .1i.rM A^jeb^. U Ojnta^ns 56 ^em,. BK)toQy. 66 aem^ •r>d tnglt^ 



ERLC # 



Average Performinct on 1989-90 End-cf>Cour«« Tettd by School System 



ERIC 



NORTH CEKTRAl REGION ♦^.-AJgebri V*-** 

Awrage Perc«n« 
School SytlOTi Cora Correct 


Avirage ^roem 
Core Correct 


Algebra ll***«»* 

Average Percent 
Core Correct 


Average Percent 
Core Correct 


-**»*Chemletfy.**»^ 
Average Percent 
Co«e Correct 


^.^•Phyelce-.^- 
Average Percent 
Core Correct 


Av«r«0« Parocm 

Com Comet 


~.~U.S.HItlory~~. 
Av.ftg« Poroont 

Com Cormot 






•••• 




■■■e4.,9:;::;: 




4d.0 


■■■4#.4:=.^.=. 




■94.; 7 


44.1 : 






■■ .-fM--'- 


■■■'■M-A-. 






Burlington city 


42.0 


69.9 


41.5 


69.1 


40.5 


72.5 


43.9 


66.5 


40.3 


67.1 


40.9 


69.1 


7* & 


72.0 


44.4 


74.0 






S7.t 








S4«t 


37 ;8 


46.4 


99.4 


88,T 






::'i4J 


883 ■■ 






Chatham County 


40.3 


67.1 


39.7 


66.2 


42.4 


75.6 


40.8 


61.6 


39.6 


65.9 


aa.a 


65.4 


64.1 




43.6 


72.7 


D«vMioii)boiMy ^ 




«4.» 


31.1 V 






ir4.8 


41.7 


49.1 


98.2 


80.4 


33,7 






84.4 


■ :4a,8. 


78.8 


Lexington CHy 


35.7 


59. 4 


34.2 


57.0 


?7.7 


49.4 


37.0 


56.1 


35.1 


56.5 


32. S 


54.2 


65.5 


,'5«c.5 


40.8 


47.6 










42.8 


3i»0 


4t>*8 


»8«t 


87*4 


40.4 


84.0 


■ ■■3t.i-- 




60.8 


■. 'iO.8 ■■ 




■V-883 


Forayth County 


42.8 


71.3 


39.5 


65.9 


40.5 


72.3 


41.0 


62.1 


39.8 


66.4 


39.7 


66.2 


66.6 


66.6 


41.8 


6b. 4 






V li.i -■ 






99.4 




42 «4 


49.4 


34.9 


44.8 






04.8 






^":--7i-1 


Qreeneboro City 


40.1 


66.9 


31.4 


64.0 


37.5 


66.9 


41.1 


62.2 


36»4 


64.0 


36. S 


64.6 


64.9 


64.9 


42.5 


70.9 






UJ 




44.4 


91.6 




\^-^«*4:-0 


:^i^^^41.8 


41*4 






#1 


■^■■^■4»*8 


88.« ■■ 


vF4a.8i-- 


""■■ii.i 


Orange County 


39.7 


66.1 


34.6 


57.7 


31.6 


56.0 


40.7 


61.6 


37.3 


62.1 


32.4 


53.9 


66.7 


66.7 


43.0 


71.7 


eh^mcM^ 




84.4 


47<« 


79.4 


41.4 


86.4 


;-;x::44.4;-: 


74.0 


4^.2 


7D.< 


■ 4M ^ 




74 iO 


74i0 




:T4.3 


Peroon County 


42.3 


70.5 


31.6 


64.7 


36.7 


69.1 


42.7 


64.8 


40.7 


67.9 


33.6 


56.0 


65.0 


45.0 


42.5 


70.4 








»9.4 


48.7 


37.4 


68.4 


4«J 


80.8 


94.0 


40.1 




:: >":•«. 1 


48.1 


■■ 48.1 


:::--44.i; 


■■■:T».8 


Aahehoro CHy 


42.0 


70.0 


39.5 


65.9 


37.3 


66.6 


43.7 


66.2 


39.4 


65.7 


45.1 


75.2 


64.5 


64.5 


43.4 


72.3 


flocklh^hJini County 


39.5 


65.$ 


36.4 


e4<) 


37.5 


67.0 


42.0 


84.0 


34.0 


63.3 


4t.3 


40.4 


43.9 


42.9 


' 41.8 


4!>.1 


Cden CHy 


40.2 


67.0 


39.6 


65.9 


40.8 


72.8 


39.4 


59.8 


35.4 


56.9 


34.9 


51.2 


63.9 


43.9 


39.W 


46.6 




3*.7 


66<2 




41.1 


36,6 


85, i 


414 


:84.8 


9$»7 


$9.4 


I4.« 


■ r!f4.0 


46.4 


48.4 




78.8 


Reldevllle City 


38.3 


63.9 


37.1 


61.9 


33.7 


60.2 


37.6 


56.9 


34.2 


56.9 


35.8 


59.7 


65.1 


65.4 


39.8 


66.4 


Stokei bounty 


3D. 6 


64.4 


97,8 




35.$ 


43.6 




44.8 


9B.6 


4t.O 


9f.i 


; $1.4 


41 .S 


61.8 


40,1 


88.8 



fcnd ol-courso tests vary in length: Algeora I, Oeomotry, Chemistfy, Physics, and U S. History contain 60 items; Algebra II conlnina 5'5 itsms; Biology, 66 items; anC bnglish I. 100 items. 



Average Parformanci on 1989-90 End-of-Cour«« Testt by School Syttam 



SOirmWP^T REGION 



Av«rio« Ptrcant AvtriQ* P»f«n1 Av«r»g« Parcanl AvariQ* P»rc*n1 Avano* PMoant Avafigt P*rc«rK Avtrtfft Ptrc^nt Avtftot PJiroam 



••M..G«omttry»»* 



^Alg«bri \\* 



Chtmhit ry* 



•Engllit) \ 



^*«U.S. HMory^ 





AvariQa 


Parcanl 


Avarao* 




School Sy«t«n 


Cora 


Corract 


Cora 


Corract 




■ ■■ 




x:vaa.8 




Cabarrut County 


42.0 


70.0 


41 .0 


66.3 






' ii.* : 


-V:.93*«- ■ 




Clavaland County 


38.1 


63.5 


37.2 


62.1 




»t.l 


i«.3 


3$.0 


•3.4 


Shabby CHy 


39.7 


66.2 


36.1 


60.2 






84.0 


»8.t 


88.1 


Lincoln County 


36.1 


61.3 


34.1 


56.9 


MioMilAtnfOMlMir 






•:- ^ 


• $►3 


Rowan County 


40.7 


67.0 


37.4 


62.4 






68.* 


38*0 


88*4 


Atbamarla CHy 


43.2 


72.0 


42.3 


70.5 




#3*4 






8$. 4 


Monroa City 


37.6 


62.6 


37.2 


61 .9 



Cora 

47.7 

39.6 

32.4 

37.3 

31.3 

33.6 

33.8 

36.3 

37*8 

34.7 

38.8 

41 .9 

39.S 

31 .2 



Corract 

48.4 

70.7 

87.8 

66.6 

70.1 

60.0 

603 

66.5 

87.7 

61 .9 

84. t 

74.9 

70. 8 

55.7 



43. a 

34.5 
36.7 

»8.a 

40.3 
37.7 
36.3 
40.8 
40.6 
41.2 
43.2 
43.8 
38.1 



66.3 
88.4 
58.6 
S7.8 

61.1 

87.1 

58.1 

81.4 

61.8 

82.4 

65.4 

84.8 

57.8 



3ns 

38.8 

31.1 

36.3 

38.8 

36.6 

38 3 

37.3 

38.7 

36.9 

40.8 

40.4 

43.3 

36.0 



End ol.coufse tests vary in length: Algebra t. Geometry. Chemistry. Physics, and U.S H.slory contain 60 items; Algebra II contains 56 items 



Corract 


Cora 


Corrad 


Con 


corraci 


Coca 


f*nrf^t 


83.8 








61. » 


::::-38;4 


|;80:ri 


64.6 


42.0 


69.9 


68.9 


68.9 


44.4 


74.0 


88.3 


37.8 


*2.T 




t1.» 


40.2 


-:Vf7.^ 


60.5 


38.7 


64.5 


60.0 


60.0 


40.3 


67.2 


88.1 


42-8 


T1.» 


«2.a 


82.9 


38.8 




61 .0 


39.7 


66.1 


67.9 


67.9 


41 .7 


69.6 


88.8 


84.3 


S7A 


»t.7 


• 1.T 


40.i 


88.4 


62.1 


40.8 


67.9 


63.6 


63.8 


41.3 


68.8 


84.8 


38.3 


84.7 


e).3 


61.2 


4i.8 


88-3 


61 .5 


35.7 


59.5 


62.3 


62.3 


42.1 


70.2 


87.6 


38.0 


tO.1 


ftS.f 


ao.Q 




7> ^ 


67.3 


43.0 


71.7 


66.5 


68.5 


/ 2.2 


70.3 


70.8 


40.8 




f7.1 


87.1 


44.4 


74.0 


60.0 


34.6 


57.7 


67.2 


67.2 


42.0 


70.0 


56 Items; 


Biology. 66 items; and English 1. 


too ilems 
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NORTHWEST REGION 
School Syttm 



Average Performance on 1989-90 E«d-of-Cour«e Tests by School System 

•Phyetce** 



A»oebriV-*M — ^ometry Algebri m^-. ^►-Btelofly— •*.^ChemWry^- 

Avereoe Peroent Aver.Qe P.r«nt Avr.ge Percent Avereffe Percer^ Aver.o* Ptfcent Avef.Qe Percnt Avereffe Pei^ 

Cormd Core Correct Com Corfed Core Cofrect Core Correct Core r>'.^ 



Core 



Correct 



Core 



Englleh I*- 
Pero 
Correct 



•^•••U.S.HIetory***^ 
Averige Percent 
Core Correct 



AkiemiMrOouniy 


$?:,«••;.=• 




{14.9 




39.4 




%^4& 






■■■8«-r4""- •• 


.."38*8 


•••8tv9 • 


. 94 ..a ••• .. 








Allegheny County 


38.4 


64.0 


36.0 


60.0 


36.6 


65.3 


41.3 


62.5 


42.0 


70.0 


34.4 


57.4 


AH a 

00. B 


ita a 


43 1 


71 .9 


AihtCMmty 




''it.*'"' 




i-74.0 


36. C 


87.9 


4^.3 


8e.8 


41.4 


99.0 


40.8 


97.9 










Avery County 


43.6 


72.7 


35.7 


59.5 


33.2 


59.2 


37.0 


56.1 


38.1 


63.5 


37.1 


61 .8 


65.5 


05. d 


^ 1 . 0 


ao 9 












37.8 


■:■ 97.-3::-: 


40.9 


W.» 


41 ;0 


89.4 


41.4 


89wO 


89.2 


8f 






Caldwell County 


39.3 


65.5 


39.2 


65.4 


37.7 


67.2 


42.2 


63.9 


40.5 


67.6 


37.7 


62.9 


63.5 


63.5 


4 2.0 


7U. 1 


CiMMlMlCMNty 




■ 74.t .* 


43.9 


73.1 


38<9 


89.9 


40.9 


81.7 


39.3 


99.3 


39.3 


■■:ti3;7 


80.9 


. : : . * ■ M.- ■ 

.-99.8- ■■■■ 






HkkoryCHy 


42.6 


71. 


42.2 


ro.3 


39.1 


69.9 


46.3 


70.2 


41 .0 


69.3 


39.1 


65.1 


72.9 


72.9 


e 9. V 


7a K 






'■}::'li.o'-'- 


> 39.8 


94.1 


39.7 


71. 0 


40.7 ' 


91 v7 


4i;o 


8i.3 


4tw7 


89.8 


89k1 


99k1 . 






Davie County 


40. • 


66.2 


41.4 


69.0 


37.5 


67.0 


44.5 


67.4 


44.4 


74.0 


43.4 


72.3 


66.2 


0 0.2 


a i( 7 










^^•••••»7*9 


92.9 


33<$ 


99.9 


39.4 


99^a 


39.il 


90.2 


39.0 


90.0 




e»i • • 


. ^ f ..w 


' 99.3 


MooreevMleCHy 


40.5 


67.5 


46.9 


78.1 


31 .7 


56.6 


43.8 


66.4 


44.7 


74.5 


46.0 


76.7 


71.0 


71 .0 


A9 a 


71 0 








39.4 


90.7 


35.8 


93.i:> 




^'■ %9.% ■■■ 


39.7 


8i,siS 


■■31.^ 




81.6 ■ 


■.■■8tk8 ■ 


■.■40,3 


•X:-9r>i5t:: 


Surry County 


41.9 


69.8 


39.5 


65.8 


39.8 


71.0 


42.5 


64.4 


37.5 


62.5 


35.9 


59.9 


64.8 


64.8 


43.2 


72.0 




44 


74,* 


39,5 


65<9 


40. 9 


73.1 


45v2 


69.8 


44.8 


74»8 


42.7 


71.1 


75.9 


75.9 


■ 48i ■: 


■•"^^7^.4^ 


Mount Airy CHy 


40.9 


68.2 


40.6 


67.6 


39.1 


69.8 


44.4 


67.2 


40.6 


67.7 


38.4 


64.1 


69.3 


69.3 


42.5 


70.9 




4**6 


7»>d 


4«^d 


70»0 


44.7 


79;9 


44.* 


99.0 


43.4 


7l3 


44.9 


74m4 


89»8 


89>8 


■ 44,1 ■ 


■■#74.3> 


Wltkes County 


38.4 


64.1 


33.8 


56.3 


32.4 


57.9 


39.9 


60.5 


38.9 


64.8 


35.4 


59.1 


61.4 


61.4 


43.0 


71.7 




36^4 


60.5 


3B^4 


64.1 


35,9 


64.2 


39.9 


60.5 


34,9 


$8.2 


^4.0 


89.7 


93.1 


93.1 


: 43.2 


■•:^73.d1 



End-ol course tests v.iiy in length 



Algebra I, Goomotry. Chomistry, Physics, and U S History contain GO items; Algebra II contn.ns 56 Hems; Bralogy. 66 items; and English I, 100 items. 
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WESTERN REGION 
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Averago Portorm«nc« on 1989.90 End-of-Coum* T«iti by Schoo4 System 



Avmot PTcm A^T.O« Piffot Avrtg. P.rfnl Av.r.flt Ptrcnt Avr.flt f^cnt A.tr.oo Prcon* Av.r.Q. AvjK.gt ^ 



Cof« 



Corrtct 



Cora 



CorrocI 



Coro Con^l Cow Corr^cl Cow Corr»ci Coro Conod 



Pofton 
Cow Corrod 



U.S. History*^ 
Ptroi 

Cow COfTOCt 



















:-«3;i.--- 




8«.0 


. 3«*4' / 


:'80-*8'" 










.^•l^*'**P!!y.......v.v.v.v.v.v.. 


41 .2 


66.6 


39.7 


66.2 


38.6 


68.9 


39.4 


59.6 


38.8 


64.6 


40.0 


67.9 


65.9 


85.9 


41 .6 


69.4 








• »•.«:•••:" 


»6.0 


39.7 










00.0 : 


30.t • 


04.7 


09.9 








Clay County 


40.1 


68.1 


36.9 


61 .6 


35.6 


63.6 


41.0 


62.1 


37.5 


62.5 


43.4 


72.3 


Aft 1 


aft ^ 


43.6 


72 6 












37.9 


07.t 




»4.« 


34.0 •• 


17.7 


38^2 • 


■•: 80.7 ■•■ 


■ HOkO 




••'41 *• • 




Haywood County 


4 2.1 


70.1 


37.7 


62.9 


33.3 


59.4 


39.8 


60.3 


38.8 


64.7 


38.6 


64.3 


65.3 


65.3 


43.7 


72.8 










^^»9.« 


3t.« . 


TO.i 




•i.a 


41.0 


00.3 


43«0 


• •■7t;f ^ 


•08.$- 


■■ ■■■ 00.1: 






Handtfaonvlllo City 


42.4 


70.6 


42.0 


69.9 


40.8 


72.9 


45.2 


68.4 


39.7 


66.2 


41.0 


68.3 


71.7 


71.7 


A A ^ 
^ ^ . J 


*f 1 a 






¥«;S ■ 




0I.8 


^7.0 


0«.t 


41.0 




41.1 


80.4 


38^3 


■ ■ 80k4 








• ■ f dAf ■ 


Macon County 


40.9 


66.1 


43.4 


72.3 


37.2 


66.5 


44.0 


66.6 


38.8 


64.7 


35.5 


59.2 


65.9 


ft ft Q 


A A ft 


711 










63 «• 


3t.» 




3f J 


80.3 


"■40.0 


SS.O 


40.i 


07 .f 


80.0 


■Wy. -. y A' ■ ■ 
■ 99.V. 


■.■.##♦11 


■ :■■ 9 #.« 


McDowoll County 


37.7 


62.9 


34.8 


58.1 


38.0 


67.9 


38.6 


58.4 


40.0 


66 .7 


95.0 


ft a 1 


a 1 9 




40.4 


67.4 




VMA • 






$iA 


Si. 8 






R:«o.i ■ 




70^5 


■ ':40<2- 




• 00»9 


00 kW-;. 




■ ■i-iri- it 


Polk County 


38.9 


64.6 


39.8 


66 .4 


31 .1 


55.5 


41.8 


63.3 


33.8 


56.3 


32.0 


53.3 


67.8 


67.8 


39.0 


65.1 






69.0 


98.0 


63.3 


3#.$ 


70.5 




o4^a 


42.3 


70.4 


44.2 


73.0 


04.i 


04.1 


40.0 


08.0 


Swain County 


38.0 


63.4 


35.6 


59.3 


34.6 


61. S 


41.0 


62.1 


57.7 


62.8 


39.7 


66.2 


64.3 


64.3 


42.6 


71.0 








• 40.5 


07.4 


08.0 


00.2 


♦2.1 


64.0 


40;* 


72.1 


30.2 


01^7 


04.0 


04.0 


44.1 


7t.i 


Yancay County 


43.2 


72.0 


42.1 


70.2 


32.4 


57.8 


38.4 


56.2 


38. 


63.8 


40.1 


66.9 


60.0 


60.0 


4 i' , 0 


66.7 


End-ol-coufse tests vary In length: 


Algebfa 1. Geometry. Chemistry. Physics, and U 


S. History contain 60 items; Algotxa II contains 


56 items; 


Biology. 66 Items; and English i. 


100 items. 







ERIC 



Number Tested and PHfllclpatlon Indicef* lor <989.90 End-ol Course Tests 



NOf^THEAST REGK)N 










G*om«iry 






P»r oani 


P«fC#Ot 




Ptreorrt 


School 9yatom 


NumtMr 


•Ih QrMlo 


9(h Grwlo 


NtvntMr 


i(h Qridi 




Tottad 


1M9*B0 


1069*90 


TMt^d 


1917*66 




AAA 

202 


AA A^ 

90.9% 


94.1% 


1«Q 


#0.V7« 


WMhtngton CHy 


194 


94.0% 




13* 


i|T ML 

3 f .W7* 




tU 


0D«iJ% 


42.2% 


1 if 


49 a^ 


Cmmdmn COUntV 

wBfTlilVil w^r^n»j 


M 


i"!t.O% 


71.1% 


37 


49.3% 






Tw>w% 


7i*% 


7ft 

/w 




wUrTnUCR yOUily 


104 


70,7% 


61.2% 


79 


42.7% 






75.0% 


07r9% 






QatM Count V 


89 


96.4% 


66.4% 


56 


47.9% 




1113 


9i,9% 


474)% 


146 


4T.6% 


Hydo County 


34 


43.9% 


37.4% 




OJ. 1 7* 




Hi 


97.9% 


79 3% 


«txj 




PMquotank County 


292 


73.6% 


71 .0% 


213 


M . IT* 


^#ft|iiiifiNwi OiMwty 


lit 


6S*3% 


9S>9% 




97>3% 


Pm County 


994 


67.3% 


DO. 3% 


f W 


(Ui 4^ 


Tv'tttplJ C<wtily 


U 




493% 


20 


^1.7% 


Wathlngton County 


1^9 


97.9% 


90.9% 


1 91 














Ch«mtttry 






Biolocy " 










P«rMnt 


Pwoont 




f^roant 


Sohoot 9yolMii 




•th Gfido 


lOlh Gridi 


NttntMr 


91h Gridi 




1997>99 


1999-90 


1 wva 


1966*97 




3S1 




on 

90.4% 


111 

III 


33.6% 


Waihlngton CHy 


249 


99.2% 


99.9% 


1 lA 

1 jn 


47.7% 




Iff ■ 


Ti.ik% 


at j% 


91 


2MH 


Conxion County 


f f 


102.7% 


97.5% 


33 


39.3% 


Cliov^C«iii^ 


204 






tl 


11*0% 


CurrHueli County 


1.1S 


97.1% 


•7.6% 


36 


21.6% 


OiMCo4inty 


i^d 


il.9H 




99 


49.Y% 


Qatoo County 


109 


90.6% 


100.0% 


70 


69.9% 




m 


m,t% 


92.9% 


121 


14.9H 


Hydo County 


49 


75.0% 


ri^.9% 


21 


29.4% 


WirtlnOouMy 


3N 


•19% 


92.9% 


199 


41.4% 


Paaquotank County 


332 


94.6% 


92 2% 


144 


37.4% 


yfttiultmywi Cmmty 




ei4H 


60J1C 


1» 




pHt County 


1143 


00.4% 


97.6% 


467 


37.9% 


Tyrrvli County 


M 




llOjrti 


24 




Waahlngton County 


196 


92.5% 


102.1% 


67 


35 9% 



A^briil USHIilory 

Ptrcont Porc«n1 Pofctnl Porotnt Pwotnt 

lahOridi Numlw 9mGr«ai lUhOridi Humb«r Hh Ortdi IHhOradt 



1969-90 


To«t«d 


196647 


1989-00 


Tiilod 


1966-87 


1099-00 


40.2% 


113 


34.1% 


43.9% 


241 


T29% ..: . 




39. v% 




i9 


52.1 % 


253 


99.9% 


109.1% 


51.9% 


99 


29.9% 


37*4% 




afiii%--^^' 


■■^■^ iiiii 'ML 






fil 9^ 


57.3% 


73 


96.9% 


97.3% 


3»4>% 


79 


43.4% 


94^5% 


144 


; • ?l«l% 


.:: WW<Jn* 


42.9% 


59 


35.3% 


41.5% 


149 


99.2% 


104.9% 


43,5% 


9i 


$u% 








■r:^i(H.ii% 


52.9% 


44 


37.0% 


43.1% 


109 


91.9% 


109.9% 


49.3% 


111 


31.9% 


411% 


2t4 


t9.1% 


. 11i|jt% 


98 6% 


21 


29 4% 


31.3% 


75 


101.4% 


111,9% 


99.2% 


1T9 


39.2% 


4T.r% 


372 


91,f% 


■ fi.i^ 


59.7% 


162 


47.3% 


59.1% 


314 


91.9% 


101.9% 


95 9% 


49 


99 J% 


44.7% 


91 


72.1% 


19.9% 


632% 


476 


38.7% 


48.5% 


999 


90.3% 


100.7% 


40J% 


29 


411% 


19.0% 




#9.M 


■■ 11tJ9% 


63.0% 


•2 


33.7% 


39.9% 


192 


79.0% 


92.9% 












EngHthl - 


















PofMrit 




P«rc«nt 






l^roont 


Poroortt 


h Qridi 


Numb«r 




121hQr«ai 


NumkMf 


aihOrtdi 


9thQrado 


19I9-90 


Tiitod 


1965^ 


1969^00 


TO«lMj 


1969-99 


1990-90 


419% 


29 


9<S% 


10.9% 


302 


•1*0% 


•5.9% 


56.1% 


3^ 


12.3% 


14.8% 


295 


94.1% 


99.1% 


29jm 


11 


3.9% 


4.0% 


233 


79<2% 


: #940% 


44.0% 


19 


20.0% 


25.0% 


95 


104.9% 


•4.4% 


410% 


$ 


^<9% 




199 


•9.$% 


- 


25.4% 


24 


12.6% 


15.1% 


129 


97.9% 


79.9% 


90.6% 


22 


10.9% 


11.9% 


219 


99.4% 


•9.9% 


666% 


29 


19.0% 


24.9% 


127 


94.9% 


•4.6% 


900% 


19 


4.6% 


9.9% 


298 


96.0% 


•9<4% 


31.3% 


9 


11.5% 


13.9% 


75 


96.2% 


92.4% 


ftO.4% 


99 


17.1% 


21J% 


339 


•3.4% 


•1.3% 


469% 


14 


3.5% 


9.0% 


361 


94.3% 


90.9% 


3tM 


9 


11% 


ri% 


119 


•9.*% 


$tA% 


47.6% 


222 


19.1% 


24.5% 


1284 


100.1% 


99.7% 


am 


11 


23^% 


22.9% 


94 


99.4% 


•4.1% 


42.0% 


6 


3.7% 


4.7% 


195 


97.9% 


90.9% 



92 



Number Testi^d a.ul PiUlicipahon Indices tor 1989-90 End-ol Coufse Tests 



SOUn^EAST REGION 




AlQ«t>ra 1 ^ 






G«om«lry 






Ptrnnl 


P«rc«nl 




P«rc«n( 


School Syit«m 


Number 


SthGrad* 


9th Grid* 


Number 


8lh Grate 




TMl*d 


10Sa-89 


1M8-90 


T*t1«d 


1 987*88 




9« 1 




72.9% 


339 


49.3% 


Carlirtt County 


442 


74.3% 


72 2% 


318 


55.7% 




1171) 


07*4% 


90.7% 


9t9 


91.1% 


Duplin County 






82.7% 


2S4 


49.2% 




123 


47,9% 


49 1% 


95 


44.9% 


JonM County 


93 




85.5% 


70 


98.6% 


LiTKilrCDUfily 






99.9% 


297 


90.7% 


KIntton CHy 


264 


73.9% 


87.5% 


179 


49.2% 


N*wHi00V«t County 


12M 


9aT% 


79.6% 


1020 


70.9% 


Onilow County 




•1.S% 


71.9% 


853 


55.9% 




111 


n.t% 


97,1% 


79 


91.9% 


Ptndor County 


240 


67.9% 


90.8% 


170 


50.7% 


jj|imp«o9iOMi»i(y 


$M 


911% 


$7^ 


252 


47.0% 


Clinton CHy 


131 


87.2% 


90.4% 


103 


45.2% 


WiynliCvMf^ 


n4 


714% 


7tl.7% 


944 


M.M 


Ooldibora CHy 


232 


TO.1% 


87.1% 


132 


43.0% 



School 9y*t«m 

BmnMfklc County 
Ctflfftl County 
Cr9y«nCoyn(y 
Duplin County 
drtofw CoMnty 
Jontf County 
t9no<rC«uMy 
Klntton CHy 
H9W H9n«v9r Covnty 
Onalow County 
I^MTiilooC^iinty 
Ptndtr County 
S9mpfon<:ounty 
Clinton CHy 
Wiyn9C«um7 
Ck>ld«boro CHy 



Ptrcom 
lOih Grate 
1089.90 

91*4% 
62.0% 
95.2% 
50.7% 
49Jt% 
67.3% 
914% 
54.7% 

74.$i; 

60.0% 
59.4% 
49.1% 

91.0% 
99.91^ 
46.9% 



Number 
TMlod 


Biology - 
P«foonl 

HhOrtte 
1997-99 


Ptfooni 
IMh Grate 
1999-90 


Number 
T««l»d 


Portent 
8lh Orate 
1999-87 


Portent 
nth Orate 
1999^90 


002 


99.9% 


91.4% 


244 


33.9% 


44 9% 


529 


92.5% 


102.9% 


246 


41.0% 


52.1% 


799 


71.1% 




313 


31.5% 


39.9% 


924 


99.0% 


93.6% 


237 


37.1% 


43.2% 


140 


74.1% 


92.9H 


99 


39.9% 


319% 


91 


99.2% 


97.5% 


37 


30.3% 


39.9% 


499 


9X3% 


MJt% 


213 


399% 


44.7% 


299 


90.6% 


91.4% 


119 


29.2% 


35.3% 


204) 


143.4% 


150.3% 


934 


53.9% 


94.9% 


1130 


99.6% 


103.9% 


516 


42.1% 


49.8% 


133 


96.9% 


95.0% 


45 


^29.0% 


31,7% 


347 


103.6% 


100.3% 


133 


32.0% 


36.9% 


497 


97.1% 


IMJS% 


142 




37.4% 


194 


95.1% 


94.0% 


79 


37.3% 


45.1% 


929 


917% 


95.0% 


529 


Bl.0% 


R9«3% 


299 


97.6% 


95.4% 


187 


47.6% 


58.0% 



Number 
Toottd 

209 
236 
420 
238 

79 

28 
232 
139 
709 
599 

49 
142 
140 

95 
479 
154 



Alyebra l( ' 
Percent 
8lh Grate 



Perceni 
nth Grate 



Number 



USHIiiory 
PeroenI 
8(hGrate 



NurT>ber 



73 
45 
119 
50 

to 

10 
19 
43 
279 
140 
19 
47 
19 
9 

125 
13 



1989-87 


1989.90 


Tetled 


1985-87 


29.1% 


39.9% 


Nil 

DM 


71.1% 


39.3% 


50.0% 


44C 
flO 




42.3% 


9UH 




ftlL9% 

•M»e7* 


37.3% 


43.4% 


509 


79.9% 


34.4% 


■ 49»9% 


VT9 
>/4 


79.4% 


23.0% 


29.5% 


90 


95.9% 


43.4% 


93.1% 


429 


71.9% 


34.4% 


41.6% 


325 


90.4% 


49<1% 


mm. 


IMA 


Ml *nL 

w l4 c TV 


46.4% 


ill e^ 


1010 


94.1% 






129 


79.3% 


34.1% 


39.3% 


liT 

•9^ f 


93.4% 


#9 .¥% 


eii* I 


41ft 


ii4% 


40.1 % 




1 / A 


91.1% 




i1 ML 


912 


97.9% 


46.7% 




258 


73.5% 








Englleht - 

Peroor^l 
8th Orate 
1999-89 


Phyako - 
Percent 

•th Orete 
199549 


Percent 
12thQrete 
1989.90 


Number 
Teeled 


11.0% 


14.9% 


wO r 


9f,Afw 


7.2% 


10.3% 




94.9% 


11.0% 






91.0% 


7.6% 


9.5% 




VO. JT* 


i.4% 


110% 


«7 


91.4% 


7.5% 


11.4% 


122 


87.C% 


19% 


4.7% 


470 


99.3% 


11.1% 


15.9% 


299 


93.9% 


17^3% 


23.7% 


1350 


$4.7% 


11.3% 


13.9% 


1132 


97.5% 


93% 


119% 


147 


103.5% 


11.2% 


14.9% 


312 


99.1% 


3.4% 




909 


90.7% 


4.5% 


9.9% 


177 


00.9% 


12.3% 


19.1% 


1010 


45.7% 


3.2% 


4.2% 


277 


93.7% 



Pefooni 
llih Grate 
1999*90 

$3.9% 
94.5% 
914% 
92.9% 

id0.4H 

94.2% 
i7.l% 
97.3% 
•9.4%= 

97.4% 

99.1% 
•7»i% 
99.3% 

i7.b% 
99.9% 

Percent 
9th Qri^ 
1999-90 

7t.0% 
92.5% 
f2.0% 
91.2% 
I9.i% 
95.9% 
92.9% 
79.5% 
92,0% 
96.0% 
91.1% 
79.9% 

i2.t% 

91.8% 
99.3*A 
80.1% 



ERIC 



Number Tcslfci and PciMicipalion Irulices tor 1989 ^0 End ol Course TesK 



CRNTHAL REGION 





Algibril 














Pircinl 






Number 


6th Grtdi 


Olh Gridi 


Niimbvr 


TMt«d 


IMSSO 


1069 90 




Durfi«m Cdtjmy 


11T8 


•7.2% 


76.77» 


UJO 


Durhim CHy 


427 


77.6% 


o^.«% 




£dg««ombo County 






60.9% 


192 


Tarboro CHy 


163 


75.6% 


70.3% 


1 A 1 


fmiKHnC^nty 








1 


Frankllnton CHy 


73 


62.6% 


56. 2^; 


37 


OfiitviNCotmty 


401 


10.$% 


T7.4% 


286 


HalifiM County 


332 


61.5% 


57.2% 


156 


noaoolt* iflaptiia CHy 


16j 


tl.8% 


•1.0% 


00 


Waldon CHy 


72 


69.5% 


64 3% 


27 


JdhrMrtMi Counly 


•00 


6y.o% 


W»7% 


5$0 


Nash County 


5M 


62.6% 


64 9% 


422 


Koftky MoMVVl Cfty 


til 


u,y% 


$7.0% 


16a 


Norlhimpton County 


117 


66.1% 


66.6% 


156 


Vine«C«iif*y " 




^9% 


90.1% 


loi 


Wakt County 


MSI 


U.4% 


•1.3% 


2007 


iw«(t»nC6unty 


in 


$fJ% 


57.0% 


09 


Wilton County 


602 


•7.3% 


57.7% 


406 



School ^viMn 

Durham CHy 
EdoooomboOOMhty 
Tartwro CHy 
fnmkHfv County 
FranMlnton CHy 

Hallfai Counly 
rtoanolM 
Wtldon CHy 
Johniloii County 
Naah County 
A^eky Mourn CHy 
Nor1hamp< on County 
VanM County 
Waka County 
tnfarrtn County 
Wilton County 



Biology 



Gtomilry - 
Pirc«rrt 
SthGracto 
1067-66 

67.6% 
45 9% 

37.4% 
47.1% 
45.5% 
34.3% 
•2.6% 
30.4% 
62.1% 
26.5% 
47.0% 
46.3% 
40.6% 
52.7% 
37.1% 
65.2% 
30.4% 
46.2% 

Ch«ml«try 





Paroaiil 






Pirc«nt 




6thQrMte 


lOth Grida 


Numb«r 


llhOrtd* 


Taalad 


1067^ 


1969-90 




1066^7 


1327 


•0.4% 


OB.1% 


Oti 


40.4% 


410 


73.0% 


00.7% 


251 


41.6% 


$14 


77.$% 


04.0% 


174 


44.3% 


214 


•3.3% 


100.5% 


113 


51.6% 


m 


•10% 


oow 


120 


U.0% 




91.7% 


92 5% 


21 


17.1% 


4'JO 


•0.3% 


M.1% 


244 


42.2% 


)24 


•1.7% 


90.1% 


127 


22 6% 


Irt 


•1.1% 


00.9% 


M 


48.6% 


66 


66.7% 


69.5% 


40 


48.6% 


1016 


•06% 


100.1% 


507 


S2.1% 


799 


91.4% 


93.6% 


333 


35.9% 


3d4 


•0.7% 


06.9% 


m 


24.0% 


248 


•2.7% 


94.3% 


136 


43.2% 


416 


10.$% 


00.$% 


1^ 


$1.4% 


4106 


92.1% 


97.0% 


2466 


S6.9% 




•2.1% 


10M% 


64 


27.a% 


740 


64.2% 


93.4% 


263 


29.9% 



Parc«n< 
10(h GraOa 
1969^90 


Nurr>b#f 


Aio«bra II • 
Parc^nl 
Bth GraOa 
1966-17 




Parcant 
11th QraOa 
1969-90 


— • 

NLRTibar 
Tatlad 


USHhtory - 

athQraOa 
106647 


Pafoani 
ttth Grada 
1969-90 


60.6% 


720 


64.2% 


03.7t» 


lOOl 




04«0% 


57.1% 


203 


33.7% 




^n 


90.4% 


00.5% 


40.0% 


lio 


$0.6% 


42.3% 


I8V 




101.4% 


56.6% 


69 


40.6% 


tti IV 


1 AA 

1 DD 


79.8% 


05.4% 


47.0% 


134 


39.6% 








114>0% 


34.6% 


36 


30.9% 


44.7% 


04 


70.4% 


110.6% 


60J% 


105 


36.6% 


$ro% 


4)4 


ri,i% 


\ >or.i% 


35.6% 


149 


26.6% 


34.4% 


400 


71.0% 


03.4% 


40.7% 


m 


SO.0% 


04.0% 


m 




00.0% 


35.5% 


35 


42.7% 


54.7% 


63 


70. •% 


00.4% 


$17% 


43$ 


$7.0% 


40.1% 


034 


•b.0% 


100.7i 


49.5% 


374 


40.3% 


47.2% 


739 


79.6% 


03.3% 


410% 


110 


36.6% 


$4.0% 


$00 


■ 07,3% 


■■■■ iiri 


601% 


132 


41.9% 


03.4% 


250 


79.4% 


101.3% 


41J% 


in 


310% 


$0^0% 


444 


>0.o% 


loo.t* 


66.7% 


2795 


652% 


71.1% 


4VU9 


04.9% 


03.6% 


41.4% 


70 


30.9% 


37.0% 


m 


74.1% 


017% 


Sl.3% 


320 


34.5% 


41.3% 


75? 


79.5% 


05.1% 



PmrcmrH 
rihOrada 
1969-90 

04$% 
65.4% 
01J% 
64.9% 
41J% 
24.7% 
04.1% 
29.3% 
60.0% 
62.5% 
40.0% 
42.0% 
$0.7% 
55.1% 
$0.0)4 
64.2% 
$5.1% 
35.8% 



Numbar 
Taatad 

280 
52 
08 
44 
$0 

g 

43 
43 
17 
25 
140 
88 
07 
30 

n 

1132 
1 

76 



Phyaica - 
Paroant 

•th Qrada 
106546 

16J% 

0.2% 
110% 
16.9% 
01% 
6.9% 
0.9% 
8.5% 
6.0% 
24.0% 
12.2% 
95% 
14.7% 
9.1% 
11.9% 
252% 
0.4% 
80% 



Paroant 
121h Qrada 
1969-90 

aio% 

16.6% 
10.0% 

25.1% 
100% 

8.7% 
11<0% 
13.1% 

• 0% 
32.1% 
10$% 
12.9% 
310% 
12.9% 
10.t% 
29.3% 

0.9% 
12.0% 



Hum bar 
Taatad 

1310 
415 
$$3 
190 
130 
101 
490 
433 
100 
00 

lOOO 
003 
$0$ 
291 
400 

4160 
320 
764 



EngNahl 

Paroant Paroani 

ith Qrada 0(h Qrada 
190646 1969-90 



•tr3% 

79.5% 
02.3% 
00.4% 
fO.1% 
07.1% 
00*3% 
09.3% 
03.8% 
00.0% 

90.7% 
#1.4% 
04.2% 
00.6% 
03.0% 
00.0% 
07.7% 



010% 

62.4% 

ro.0% 

01.9% 

77.7% 
00»0% 

747% 

t:i.o% 

70.6% 

or.*% 

04.0% 
014% 
04.6% 

Ot.Mi 

016% 
?4.$* 

75.2% 



Number Tested and Participalior^ Indices (or t9U9-90 End-ol-Course Tests 



SOUTH CEMTnAL REQJON 




AK}«bri 1 












AI^Mra II 
P«rc4nt 










P«rc«nt 


P»rc«nt 




School SystMii 


Numt>or 


IthQrMto 


OthGr»<l« 


Numbor 


aih Oridt 


lOlhOriidt 


Nijmbvf 


athOridi 


TMlod 


1 066*60 


1960*90 




1067«69 


1 VOI^WU 


Ttttod 


196647 


Bl»d«r^ County 






67.1% 




56.M 


6$.l% 


166 


37.2% 


Cdumbiif County 


333 


51.4% 


49.5% 


241 


36.5% 


39.9% 


160 


24.3% 




1H 


i5.4% 


rr.2% 


IIS 


66<«% 


ftlO% 


H 


60.6% 


Cumbfrland County 


2466 


80.2% 


76.9% 


1664 


59.5% 


56.9% 


1457 


44.6% 




W3 


- 6X3% 


60.3% 


403 


43.0% 


46.1% 




a6j% 


HoKf County 


260 


69.6% 


66.7% 


162 


39.7% 


45.4% 


102 


26.9% 




4W 




•P.1% 


2ih 


93.6% 




m 


37.6% 


Montgomftfy County 


257 


76.6% 


71.6% 


166 


52.6% 


56.6% 


161 


45.2% 


MooriCotinly 








ao6 


46.1% 


6dM 


2^ 


36.2% 


Richmond Coonty 


473 


71.6% 


71.1% 


352 


49.2% 


54.9% 


224 


31 2% 




1067 


•7*a% 




751 


31.6% 


40.1% 


609 


26.1% 


Scotland County 


403 


70.6% 


60.9% 


100 


32.5% 


39.2% 


272 


47.2% 



Sohoo< S yiHiw 

Columbut County 

CumlMrland County 

Hoht County 

Moot gomtfy County 

Richmond County 
Roboion County 
Scotland County 



P«rc«n1 
IKhGrido 
1960-00 

4tl6% 
28.6% 
61.1% 
51.1% 
M<0% 
35.5% 
4i)% 
55.9% 
410% 
44.7% 

67.2% 



Phytki 



Numbor 
Ttt*«d 

36$ 
545 

lei . 

2772 
723 
283 
4Qf 
265 
606 
462 

1316 
369 



USHIilory 

IthGridi llthOtado 
1066-17 1960-00 

74.1% 
82.6% 
#8.7% 
85.3% 

$^^% 

74.7% 

n.i% 

74.4% 

ry.7% 

67.0% 
08.1% 
64.1% 





Ptroant 


Paroont 




P»rc#nt 


Pvroant 




P«ro«n( 


Pvroorvl 




Number 
TM««d 


•ihQrid* 


IWn Qrtdo 


NLinbcr 


Ith Qrido 


lllh Qr«di 


Number 


6th Qradi 


121hQri(li 


Numbot 


1967^ 


1960-00 


TmM 


1066-67 


1966-90 


TMt«j 


1965-66 


1969-90 


Tttt»d 


414 


86.4% 


86J% 


m 


36.m 


43.1% 


30 


6.9% 


7.4% 


376 


661 


69.6% 


92.9% 


222 


33.7% 


39.6% 


0 


0.0% 


0.0% 


576 


161 


Il.?% 


66.7% 


113 


*r7% 


66jl% 


14 


a6.4% 


36.6% 


160 


2634 


00.4% 


66 6% 


1246 


36.3% 


43.7% 


336 


9.9% 


12.2% 


2606 




66.6% 


67.4% 


278 


31.0% 


36,7% 


4;^ 


4.6% 


6.3% 


614 


297 


72.6% 


C32% 


125 


33.0% 


43.6% 


29 


7.6% 


10.6% 


333 


476 


87 J% 


68.7% 


i$r 


M.l% 


36.1% 


43 


y.3% 


10.2% 


623 


295 


92.8% 


99.3% 


171 


46.0% 


56.4% 


54 


16.5% 


21.1% 


300 


$11 


11.6% 


1004% 


m 


44.3% 


eaj% 


64 


12.2% 


113% 


617 


522 


73.0% 


ai.4% 


225 


31.3% 


44.9% 


36 


4.9% 


7.0% 


574 


15S0 


79.4% 


80.0% 


666 


33.0% 


456% 


151 


?.2% 


11.3% 


1S24 


510 


67.2% 


105.2% 


139 


24.1% 


34.3% 


26 


4.5% 


6.6% 


520 



EngHohl - 

6th Qradi 
1066^0 

90.6% 
01.0% 
66.6% 
00.6% 
60.1% 
83.0% 
93.7% 
02.0% 
66<3% 
67.2% 
82.4% 
02.6% 



ERIC 



Number Tested and Pflrticipallon Iru* . i (or 1989-90 End-of-Course Testa 



NOHT>i CENTRAL REGION 
School SytiMn 

Burlington City 

Chatham County 
Dn^Mitth County 
Laxlngton City 

Foraytti County 
OuKloiMOoMnty 
Qraonaboro CHy 

H#^MiiiCfty: • • 
Oranf|aCo(iftty 

Paraon County 

AahabofoCMy 
noowftflifwii i^wny 

RaMavtlta City 



Schoot 



luawiofloo wwnf .. 
turtln^ton city 

Chatham County 

IjiKinjiton aty 

Forayth County 
(MftoriOoMtriy 
QraonabOfoCny 
HtfhMUCHy 
Oranga County 
Chopal HIP C^v 
Paraon County 

Aihabofo CHy 

Rocklnj^wt^ Counly 

F.dan CHy 

Wfa(» flofWntihani 

RaldJvinaCHy 

jM«*»>*0>un«y 



Al^tbri I 



G*om«(ry 



AlQtbra I 



US HIttory 





Pttf ooni 


P9f ooni 




PsroorH 


Paroant 




Paroant 


PirtarX 




Pvroant 


Numbor 


Gr»0« 


0lhGr»0« 


Numbor 


athOr4<to 


lOlh Grtda 


Numbar 


•thGraOa 


IllhOrada 


Numbor 


9th Gradi 


Tattad 


laaa^a 


loeo-ao 


Taatod 


1947-99 


1999-90 


TMlad 


iaa947 


19(9.90 


Taatad 


199947 


aia 




tiA a^ 






aa 

ao«^?» 








•77 


il4% 


401 


tO.0% 


74. •% 


304 


•9.5% 


73.1% 


732 


44.7% 


39.2% 


m f 


09 1^ 


. M9 


' ail i*^ ' 




iia 


an iML 


91 4% 


1 111 


99 T% 




■ io0 


■'''•■■■•"70.9% 


309 


?J.4% 


09.3% 


295 


06.9% 


ov,z% 


100 




Ad 9W. 


iaa 


09 ML 


ttil 






m 


•7.0% 


•1.9% 


•19 


49.9% 


9i.9% 


1040 


i0.7% 


200 


92.2% 


96.2% 


130 


90.9% 


94.0% 


75 


27.9% 


39.9% 


194 


••.4% 


10? 




9ii% 


BO 


4$^ 


40J% 


00 


914% 


4i4% 


147 


:: 70.0% 


2100 


7a.t% 


70.0% 


149« 


54.9% 


53.0% 


1433 


52.0% 


96.5% 


459 


1^.9% 




n.4% 




1ZI0 


09.01^ 


70.0% 


m 


47.7% ; 






-:«-09.0% 


Ilea 


ti.o% 


76.5% 


1000 


•4.3% 


97.1% 


797 


50.5% 


91.9% 


1143 


72.4% 


#41 




■^^v; 713% 


SWi 


41j% 


■ 9lJ% 


n$ 


. 40.1% 


19.0%:;:; 


•'■Aim 

: 444 


74J% 


270 


70.7X 


•5.2% 


247 


9^.2% 


79.7% 


1M 


44.4% 


62.1% 


903 


72.7% 


m 


■■ HiHl ■ 




S11 


•9.9%" 


. t7J% . 




09.0% 


UA%-f 


f00 


:;i'-^::-.'0|j% 


310 


72,1% 


74.0% 


227 


•5J% 


•7.9% 


ia 


34.9% 


42.^% 


329 


77.4% 








42B 


40,1% 


■■ 4i.i%'' 


tfi ■ 


17.4% 


'"■ 97,0% -i^:-: 


'Jii-/: 707 




laa 


M.i% 


•0.2% 


174 


••.9% 


79.1% 


135 


47.0% 


•9.7% 


205 


71.4% 






MA% 


141 


^.H 


•1.0% 


. 00 


07J% 


44*7% v: 


:-:-|-: 147 


..... -t. A> 


23a 


70.J% 


•1.9% 


152 


47.1% 


490% 


132 


44.1% 


401% 


260 


97.0% 






7i.*% 


m 


40.4% 


H7% 


4 A4 

104 


010% 


44,0%. ;; 


"^4 


710% 


1T7 


•4.4% 


92.3% 


104 


39.7% 


40.9% 


131 


42.9% 


65.5% 


214 


99.9% 


*■ ; JH 


■••■•••J%;: 


•7? •«»•% 


no 


45>3% 


00.0% 


19$ 


99<1% 


4314% 


4>I4 

421 


■ 7I»9% 


























Biology 
f^awant 






ChMniairy 






rnytlCt * 










PofMni 




Pafoant 


Paroant 




Foroant 


Piroont 




fNrtOont 


Nunbaf 
TaaM 


MhQrada 


10th QftOi 


Nunbof 


9(h Oradi 


lllhQrtOi 


Nuo)baf 


athOrada 


12thQr«da 


Ni«nbar 


MhQradi 


iiar-aa 


iso«-ao 


Ttaiad 


19aa47 


1999.90 


TaatMl 


199 M« 


iaa9.90 


Taatad 


199949 


::..TM ,- 




X;- :•: lOr»a% 


441 




ift>% 


00 


10 i%l 




• 790 


07.1% 


43t 


Ba.2% 


ii>4.9% 


2Jr 






1 <»m 


99 1^ 


29.J% 


499 


97 4% 


«r a 


•■ asm* 




• *f 




AU% ' 


99 


10.1% 


" 14S% "- 


959 


'-^'-0i!9% 


372 


03.0% 


97.1% 


1 iV 




Ad 9H 


19 


a 9% 


a.a% 


379 


90.2% 


lOM 




: 0^.0% 


•Oi 


474% 




m 


10.9% 


it4% 


■■•^;:tiii 


'^^'■09!l% 


20S 


ao.1% 


101.0% 


79 


2a.3% 


394% 


4a 


17.2% 


25.1% 


199 


95.7% 


1M 




■■■'■r 00.0% 


96 


. : -:40.i% 




10 




10.0% 




011% 


2474 


ao.a% 


•9.0% 


1079 


39.5% 


42.4% 


43^ 


14.3% 


17.0% 


2560 


95.7% 






•«.•% 


140 


401% 


97.0% 




I1.i% 


110% 


1007 


■ 014% 


1306 


•4.0% 


•7.7% 


759 


49.5% 


59.4% 


269 


16.4% 


22.7% 


1279 


99.6% 


494 


ma% 


97.0% 


179 


90.0% 


401% 


40 


9.9% 


11% 


•07 


•9.4% 


302 


72.4% 


96.2% 


179 


42.7% 


59.7% 


37 


9.1% 


12.4% 


323 


94.6% 






•7J% 


n$ 


•0.4% 


•19% 


173 


49.0% 


47i% 


401 


•9,0% 


347 


•5.0% 


•9.5% 


96 


22.6% 


27.7% 


62 


19.4% 


23.4% 


3«1 


99.9% 


7«3 


74.7% 


mjs% 


m 


M.9% 


90.4% 


•9 


9.0% 


19% 


•79 


§4.7% 


244 


03.1% 


110.9% 


131 


45.6% 


57.0% 


17 


6.1% 


9.9% 


220 


99.1% 




•4,9% 


tdJ% 


114 


44.9% 


•10% 


IB 


9.0% 


tm 


140 


02.6% 


290 


92.3% 


96.1% 


161 


53.9% 


599% 


93 


29.6% 


37.1% 


277 


99.9% 


»4 


17.0% 


06^ 


113 


30 j% 


417% 


90 


0.1% 


114% 




01.0% 


230 


•1.3% 


90.6% 


110 


33.9% 


416% 


17 


4 9% 


7.3% 


260 


97.5% 


410 


17.0% 


107^ 


103 




44j% 


10 


9.9% 


4.9% 


400 


00.0% 



Pofoonl 
lllh Qrada 
laao-ao 



101.7% 

a7.9% 

.010% 
100.9% 
010% 
05.9% 
010% 
19.1% 
.00.7%' 
99.9% 

:00.0% 

101.7% 

99.1% 

99.1% 
01.0% 
99.7% 
•010%^ 
90.7% 
010% 



Pofoant 
athOrada 
iaa9*90 



97.9% 
91.0% 
00.7% 
97.9% 
•7.0% 
99.4% 

95.0% 
01.0% 
93.9% 
01.1% 
70.0% 
03.0% 
00.9% 
70.9% 
99.7% 
07.0% 
95.2% 
0$.0% 
94.4% 
00.1% 



Ho 



Number Tested «nd Pirticipallon Indices lor 1989-90 End-ol-Course Tests 



SOUTHWEST REGION 
School Syaiom 

Cibttmis County 
CItVAlarMi County 
ShtlbyCMy 
UncolnCounty 
Rowan Counjty 
AltMmarto Ctty 
Monroo City 



A»oebri M 



USHIitory 



AlMMNtOlMNniy . 
CilMmit County 

Cl«vtl«nd County 

SMbyClty 

Unooln County 

Rowan County 
ttanlyOo'inty 
Albomarla CHy 
UnbMOoiiniy 

Monroo City 





Percent 


Percent 




Percent 


Pe'fem 




Percent 


Percent 




FHiroent 


Percent 


Nunlxr 


0th Qrado 


Mh Qrede 


NUmDer 


•in 


1 wn ui ■w 


Number 


■ih Gridi 


1 1th Qrsde 

1 1191 ^Jf'^^^V 


Number 


•th Qredi 


llthOreda 


Toetod 


Y3M<00 


1000*00 


Teeled 


lOIMI 


1960^00 


Te«<od 


1004-07 


1000-00 


TeelMl 


100047 


1000-00 






$$.0% 


1M 


40.1% 


42J% 


11) 


. 410% 


00.0% 


n% 


\ tl.t%:.. 


•tOtJW! 


700 


74.1% 




883 


50.5% 


010% 


820 


82.0% 


00.0% 


034 


03.7% 


W.0% 




■ mjifK •: 


■v.: 03.0% 


210 


OS.3% 


00.0% 


201 


0M% 


■: TOJO% 


aor 


..7X0% • 


;^010i 


4Sf 


07.1% 


87.7% 


284 


42.0% 


40.5% 


221 


33.1% 


40.0% 


S21 


70.1% 


08.0% 


:■' ■ ■ 


|4,i* • 




170 




•; c^jM% . 


•0 


1M% 


m% 




• ti^ 


t$M 


175 


70.1% 


07.0% 


154 


01.1% 


00.0% 


141 


80.7% 


03.8% 


107 


03.8% 


00.7% 




V oiji 


iio.0% 


1230 


4iiH 


' iii%- 


004 


314% 


4io% 


2020 


' tO.]i% 


tO.M 


470 


70.0% 


74.1% 


410 


03.5% 


05.3% 


200 


30.0% 


40.3% 


880 


70.8% 


12.0% 




#M»ive . 


93i)% 


3310 


12.2% 


01.1% 


2400 


42.0% 


li«3% 


4400 


77.8% 


•14% 


Ml 




7A (ML 


7A3 


03.4% 


la.5% 


811 


43.4% 


80.0% 


040 


72.1% 


03.1% 


:■ -■ 


■ '■• ' aik ' 




SOT 


00*7% 




2:^ 


414% 


: 04.2% 


m 


70^ 


fi«OH 


119 


191 9%. 


1A1 

1U1 .f 7» 


104 


74.3% 


73.0% 


00 


80.7% 


80.7% 


132 


07.1% 


07.1% 


■10 


■ p«»^^ 




47d 


8tl% 




$70 


iti% 




m . 


#44% 


024% 


lof 


Tj leL 


oe. f 7» 


00 


44.5% 


54.4% 


01 


3bJ% 


SS.8% 


180 


80.1% 


01.8% 
















Phytlci . 






CngNth 1 * 






Bloloiiy - 
Ptrotnl 


Percent 




Chemletry 
Peroeni 


Percent 




Percent 


Percent 




l%rMnt 


Peroerrt 


Numbor 
Toeioo 


Oth Qreda 


10th Grade 


Number 


Ith Grade 


1 1th Grede 


PHJinuei 


■ In \M*m\m 


19<h nr«He 


Number 


•th Gride 


•th Grede 


iee7.Ae 
ieef"#v 


IIOO^OO 


Teeled 


ioao47 


100V0O 


Tetied 


108 S4« 


1600-00 


Teeled 


1000-00 


1080-00 


191 




■ U: 


02 


23.0% 


2iJI% 






140% 


S02 


OiJ% 


00,1% 


770 


03.4% 


01.2% 


300 


30.2% 


40.4% 


110 


10.8% 


13.2% 


028 


00.1% 


00.0% 


M 


7m 


«,o% 


100 


30.0% 




>i 


16.214 


11T% 




.i7.3% 


■ ■■ ■. »1M 


SSI 


04.3% 


01.3% 


287 


30.5% 


47.2% 


42 


0.3% 


0.1% 


084 


08.8% 


00.8% 


• m 




: taj% 


00 


27.4% 


it.t% 


12 


0.0% 


MH 


too . 


^io.Oi4 : 




234 


02.0% 


02.1% 


183 


04.0% 


00.0% 


10 


7.0% 


0.2% 


217 


67.8% 


03.1% 


t140 


"■ ■ oii% 


■\ 00.0% 


072 


' .. 00.2H 


.. 4ita% 


$07 


13.0% 


lO.O** 


■■■^iitti : 






871 


00.8% 


00.0% 


288 


30.4% 


44.1% 


33 


4.3% 


8.0% 


801 


02.0% 


00.0% 




14.1% 


03.3% 


2527 


43.0% 


82.0% 


700 


iio% 


17*2% 


4000 


ii7%- 


"oiiili 


1007 


03.0% 


00.8% 


470 


40.4% 


82.2% 


151 


11.0% 


14.0% 


1000 


09.0% 


09.0% 


447 


•t.0% 


02J!% 


203 


30.0% 


47^ 


71 


12.0% 


M\% 


421 


07.8% 


$f.H 


140 


100.4% 


108.7% 


00 


85.4% 


88.4% 


20 


13.2% 


143% 


188 


103.3% 


00.7% 


m 


00.1% 


04.1% 


330 


33J% 


114% 


100 


tO.0% 


110% 


007 


01.0% 


01.4% 


^7n 


00.0% 


00.0% 


113 


44.5% 


80.0% 


17 


0.7% 


0.0% 


100 


03.3% 


77.2% 



J) 7 



ERIC 



Number Tested and Punlclpttlon Indices (or 1989-90 End-of-Course Tesis 



NOR TWWE3T REGION 
School 9ft\mm 

Atttt^hany CouiHy 
Avtfy County 
CMwtll County 
Hkhofy Cfty 
Divia Coimly 
Moofttvllto CMy 
lurry County 
iiouniAlryaty 
WNMo County 



A»9»tortl ■ 

1 



Wh Gr»d« 
IMO-M 



— ■ ■ G«om«lry 

Ptfotm Ptfttnt 
Nui>b«f Olh Gride lOlh Qredi 



A»o*brell 
P»rc*n< 



Altofhony County 
Avory County 
CaMwilt County 



HkliofyClty 

bov^a County 

Mooftiirilto CHy 
IMiitMiyWtdty 
Surry County 

trtiNiOiy 

Mount Airy Oty 
WIUm County 



m 


7i.i% 


71»4% 


63 


SO.4% 


47.0% 


17J 


ll»4% 




loi 


M.5% 


89.0% 






N.4% 


S2S 


M.5% 


81.3% 










IS. 6% 


71.0% 






iO«T% 


2St 


70.8% 


72.1% 


fTt 






111 


13.0% 


13.0% 






IP.i% 


m 


17.0% 


13.0% 


^ ii 




7».71» 


161 


102.1% 


100.0% 


V sot 








11.4% 


81.4% 


- .mm 


■ fWm ■ 












Mtofy - 






Par^ont 


P«ro*nt 


Numbof 


MhQtido 


lOth Oredi 




1117^ 










lOf 


IS.0% 


11.6% 






14,114 


178 


11.4% 


•0.7% 






••J1C 




71.8% 


11.0% 


•It 




••<1% 


Ml 


71.7% 


11.4% 




lo.iit^ 


110.11V 


212 


77.8% 


10.1% 


n% 




•0.1H 


113 


113.2% 


107.2% 


lit 




•7.4% 


Ml 


11.1% 


•1.2% 


n 




•2.*% 


131 


103.7% 


110.3% 


SIB 


11.1% 


•7.0% 


721 


17.2% 


17.4% 


911 




•6.1% 



110 
68 

m 

M 

4tS 
411 
Sl7 
214 
111 
210 

7» 

\n 

217 

m 

•0 

m 

430 



4IJ% 

81.2% 
^.•% 
48.6% 
41.0% 
42.^% 
•1.7% 
•3.3% 
11.1* 
68.7% 
4lJ% 
84.6% 
4iM 
48.1% 

t4.yH 

17.2% 
81.1% 

ChemNitry 



4tl% 
84.1% 
41.1% 
80.1% 
•0.1% 
83.0% 

4m 

73.8% 

•m 

11.2% 

Ai3f% 

82.0% 
•14% 
80.4% 
17 j% 

71.4% 

m% 

877% 
l«J% 



Numt«r 
Toatod 

119 
64 

144 
68 

Ml 
211 

204 
111 
147 

Y01 

liT 
»i 

•0 
12 

111 
313 

m 



imOrtdi llthQraOi 
INf-IO 

•4.0% 

M.1% 

m.i% 

38.3% 
4«.0H 
42.1% 

18.1% 

twitv 

43.2% 

•0.1% 

48.4% 
:■■ ?!.•%'; 
•8.1% 

41S* 

410% 

■ ms%- 



1 

43.0% 
41.2% 
4i.0H 
26.7% 
•IM 
21.1% 

4y.iH 

82.4% 

4I.»H 

38.1% 

4M% 

80.1% 
41 J% 
30.^% 

88^% 

3^4% 

I4,t% 

Ptiytki 





Pir«onl 






Ptroom 


Numb«r 


Ith Qrft^ 


11th Qrt^ 




MhQrode 


TMlad 


1IIM7 


im-io 


Tooled 


1M8^ 


117 


•0.0% 




•0 


11.1% 


68 


80.0% 


87.0% 


11 


10.3% 


•i 


tf.t% 




H 


0.0% 


70 


21 .1% 


310% 


17 


7.8% 


201 


UJt^ 


$Ui% 


111 


10.IH 


111 


21.1% 


30.3% 


41 


4.8% 


324 


ll.41i 


41j% 


111 


10.1% 


163 


41.9% 


82.4% 


88 


14.4% 


•9 


iiJH 


417% 


11 


• •% 


147 


35.1% 


43.2% 


28 


6.2% 


%n 


•1.1% 


47J% 


•8 


• 4% 


S2 


20.1% 


31.0% 


11 


68% 


w 


40.4H 


10.0% 


t 


1.4% 


282 


43.2% 


63.8% 


32 


4.6% 


H 


SO.IH 


•1^1% 


• 


lOS 


82 


380% 


41.6% 


32 


11 8% 


101 


HA% 


14.0% 


U 


ief.s% 


274 


31. •% 


40.3% 


13 


1.0% 


184 


40.M 


47.0% 


M 


i.OH 



l^toorrl 
1h Qrodi 
1001-M 

dtt% 
13.1% 
1t»% 
10.7% 

im- 

7.0% 
114% 
20.1% 
11.0% 
1.7% 
?.•% 
7.3% 

iJt% 

1.1% 
4.^% 
21.1% 

14.1% 

12.8% 
1M 



U3Mli<ofy 

Ptroem 
Numbor MhOrode 
Toolod II 

304 
•I 
241 

171 

t*1 ■ 
M3 
^S^. tit 
211 

mm 

312 

■ vx m 

182 

ttir 

411 

107 
JI1 
•21 



77.0% 
71.2% 

■■-"■•10% 

73.3% 

•::::t«.t% 

70.2% 
;^;:^.:i ::tli% ■ 
7^.^% 

:-^-:^im- 

74.8% 

^::;:\tl.l% 
78.4% 

71.4% 

■■;=:;^d6A% 

73.^% 

==:t|.t% 
73.0% 
' tt.1% 

Englih I 



Poroor.t 
11th (Vodo 
IMO-IO 

•7.4% 
••.•% 

- •:1iH.i%' 
•1.7% 
^ :#•.#% 
100.0% 

•^•^••-wi.1% 

••.1% 

•1.1% 

•0.8% 
•"■■i;:- •4.4% 
•4.7% 

>:?10».W 
•^.•% 

■■^= tt.»% 

•2.4% 
•11% 





mroom 


Pofoont 


Numbor 


MhQrode 


MhOredo 


TooWd 


im-M 


IHO-M 


j?l 


■■: ••.•% 


: ••.t% 


113 


•0.4% 


•4.3% 


HI 


tf.1% 


•t.1% 


168 


••.4% 


•0.2% 




' tl.t% 


■ ' I4.#% 


711 


•0.1% 


77.1% 


•7i 


lo<i% 


•t.t% 


281 


•7.3% 


7I.^% 


m 


111% 


•0.7% 


330 


•0.*% 


•4.0% 




^.•% 


•7.9% 


161 


H.4% 


••4% 


111 


tt.1% 


t».l% 


856 


•4.6% 


•1.0% 


to 


100.0% 


•4.1% 


137 


•1.4% 


•6.2% 




M.1% 


11}% 


746 


•2.0% 


•!•% 


)•• 


M.B% 


••.•% 



Number Tesled nt\d Participation Indices for 1989-90 End-ot-Course Testa 



WESTERN REGION 
School Syttom 

AthovHI* City 
Clay Courrty 

Haywood Counly 
Handii^MA OoulWy ■ ■■! 
HtfidaraonvtilaCHy 

Macon Cpumy 
|i a dtaib w Ci«in>y 
McOowaN County 
llHllMCMlMy 
polk County 

Swain County 
t> a r w yfartkOaU<lty^ 
Yancay County 



School SyoiMn 

AahavNIa City 

Clay County 

Haywood County 

Handaraonvllla City 

Macon County 
MMMtNNiCoiirrty 
McDowall County 
MK6hft»C0tMHy 
Polk County 
f)u(hiftef4d(Mity 
Swdn County 
TranayWankiCvunty 
Yancay County 





Algebre 1 — 






GeomelfY — 


Peroom 






Per cent 


Pcroeni 




Perce rx 




Number 


MhGredo 




Number 


8th Grede 


lOlh Giaito 


Number 


Tioted 


IMMO 


IMO-M 


Tooled 


10i7*i4 


199^90 


^ — 
loeiea 


}t30 


7%9% 


73^ 


044 


90.9% 


0X1% 


007 


2S6 


•2.1% 


02.0% 


117 


50.5% 


57.9% 


130 


in 


, ■ WITH 


" 09.7% 


m 


41.0% 




m 


44 


50.0% 


40.9% 


90 


95.1% 


91.5% 


40 


if 


'. /■ MtiH--. 


■ .:■: 02*4% 


$$ 


90.4% 


01.0% 


M 


421 


73.8% 


77.3% 


313 


51.9% 


50.2% 


259 


401 


.■■i$:t% 


oi.«^- 


m 


44.1% 


47^ 


too 


1S2 


1S3.S% 


ii«.^% 


52 




45.2% 


41.3% 


- — — 

127 


tsi 


. 


'M.t% 


173 


09.0% 


• 0X0% 


110 


172 


04.4% 


M.9% 


102 


37.2% 


44.0% 


131 


14« 


014% 


03.4% 


00 


29.9% 


9X0% 


M 


344 


03.0% 


mm •»/ 






43.0% 


194 


141 


10X1% 


90 J% 


WZ 


et ML 




00 


101 


02.0% 


U.S% 


ee 




41.0% 


05 


$47 


00.7% 


09u{% 


311 


37. •% 






•1 


72.2% 


09.0% 




TO 


92.7% 


75 




01.4% 


70.4% 


102 




OlIM 

IIW.J JV 


liA 


1S2 


M.2% 


02.0% 


■ 1 




43.5% 


00 










Chemlelry - 








Biology - 














PereonI 


Per cent 




Percent 


Percent 




TMtod 


IthOrado 


lOth Ore<lB 


Number 


Ith Qreito 


llthGrede 


NumlMr 


1 •97-00 


ieoo-90 


Teeled 


1900^7 


199O'l0 


Toewo 




lt.f% 




Ml 


90.2% 


414% 


170 


291 


M.7% 


•7.9% 


133 


42.2% 


51.0% 


4* 


M 


^ ^ ii.i% 


"'■ 09.0% 


104 


30.0% 


41.0% 


00 


9t 


•7.0% 


104.3% 


47 


30.5% 


470% 


10 


M 


10t1% 


111,0% 


20 


24.1% 


311% 


10 


5fl2 


00.0% 


H.1% 


250 


30.3% 


45.4% 


51 


Mi 


0$.0% 


00.7% 


192 


07.9% 


. 9Xi% 


40 


141 


127.0% 


11S.9% 


77 


93.0% 


55.0% 


21 


Mi 


019% 


' 97,1% 


100 


90.2% 


4X1% 


30 


221 


03.2% 


99.3% 


93 


34.2% 


40.9% 


31 


lit 


70.9% 


99.1% 


77 


90.0% 


40.7% 


H 


493 


•S.1% 


90.0% 


101 


27.7% 


35.7% 


60 




111.0% 


143.0% 


$7 


19.7% 


94.0% 


13 


131 


79.4% 


91.0% 


90 


44.0% 


92.9% 


21 


m 


■«>.>% 


119% 


m 


».0% 


tO*0% 


47 


M 


00.7% 


04.2% 


09 


44 2% 


01.1% 


11 


Ml 


100.0% 


111.0% 


93 


)0.9% 


»xo% 


02 


171 


00.7% 


91.9% 


43 


19.2% 


22.4% 


19 



Algebre M < 
Percent 
•thOreOe 
10 



50.1% 
43.2% 
09.0% 
32.9% 
49.1% 
39.5% 

41S% : 

105.0% 

- 30>0% 

53.9% 
2iS% 
33.3% 
94.9% 
40.7% 
$1.1% 
49.1% 
00.9% 
40.2% 

Ptiyeka - 

Percent 
•Of Qr«di 
1909-94 

I. 9% 
19.0% 
10.4% 
11.9% 

9.1% 
9.0% 
0.0% 
20.2% 
11»3% 
12.0% 
1.3% 
11.9% 
7.4% 

II. 9% 
«.0% 
9.2% 

7.5% 



Peroem 
11thQre<te 
1009-90 

to.D% 
02.9% 

i«.8% 

40.0% 

-. •■' iaj% • 

45.0% 
: \ O0.i% : 
00.7% 

W 4i.i%' 

03.0% 

' i4.i% 

43.0% 
40.3% 
00.4% 
40.4% 
00.4% 
00.4% 
40.9% 



Percent 
12thQredi 
1900*90 

11.9% 
19.9% 
94.1% 

12.0% 
14.9% 
11.2% 
t.0% 
1C7% 
14.0% 
15.0% 
1X7% 
10.2% 
1X1% 
10.4% 

11.2% 
M.A% 

11.7% 



Number 
Tooled 

1474 
254 
344 
99 

559 

^-494 

134 
■ -941 
197 
1M 
390 
137 
119 
900 
109 
^47 
177 



Number 
Tooted 

lOM 
299 
M0 
93 
100 
513 
119 
119 
999 
249 

toa 

473 
131 
100 
717 
121 
100 
200 



U3Hletory - 
Peroerrt 
0th Gride 
1000-07 

03.9% 
00.0% 
: 02.2% 
91.1% 
77*»%' 
93.1% 

*i.o% 

110.7% 
,' #0.1% 
91.1% 

ti.J% 

M.0% 
M.2% 
05.4% 
7X7% 
00.0% 

Od.1% 

79.0% 

EngMeh I • 

f%roent 
9thQrede 
19 



Percent 
lllh Credo 
1990^ 

00.7% 
99.9% 

100.0% 
99.0% 

00.4% 

;:";.sxi%- 

05.7% 

' Oi.i^ 

00.1% 

' 

07.0% 
. 01.0%' 
03.0% 

■ oo.i% 

00.5% 
94.1% 
02.2% 

Percent 
9th Credo 
1990-00 



09.1% 
92.0% 
0X2% 
04.3% 
M.2% 
M.3% 
M.2% 
110.2% 
M.0% 
03.3% 
M.1% 

97.9% 
•0.3% 

92.0% 
*1»3% 
M.0% 
M.0% 
02.4% 



14.7% 
93.2% 
M7% 
M.3% 
9).l% 
92.4% 
M.1% 
92.2% 
fXi% 
M.9% 

M.a% 

93.9% 
M.0% 
M.0% 

lil% 

N.4% 
M.9% 
M.1% 



99 




Participation In Next Course In Math and Science Sequence by School System 



NORTHEAST REGION 

Eighth 
Grade ADM 
Schod System 19S647 


NTeatfd 
Algebra I 

1QJI7Jli 


Percent 
ADM 
Taking 
AlMbra I 


N Tested 
Geometry 
19U49 


AlgebrJ I 
Taking 
Geomctrv 


N Tested 
Algebra 11 
1989*90 


Percent 
Geometry 

Taking 
Algebra 11 


Eighth 
Grade ADM 
1985-86 


N Tested 
Biology 
1987.88 


Percent 
ADM 
Taking 
Biology 


N Tested 
Chemistry 
1988.89 


Percent 
Biology 
Taking 
Chemistry 


N Tested 
Physics 
1989-90 


Percent 
Chemistry 
Taking 
Physics 










131 




• JJ3." 


}"-8<.3* 


S2t 


• 34i 








■■■f:;:::'"jg:| 






MS 


230 


80.7% 


159 


69.1% 


122 


76,7% 


310 


279 


90*0% 


135 


48.4% 


38 


28.1% 










'12? 














:;-;.:::';v-^.. 




.;:::;t-;:.y|i'-^ 




Camden County 




71 


92.9% 


2« 


35.9% 


42 


153.6% 


90 


85 


94,4% 


35 


41.2% 


18 


51.4% 




':>::-:ix>:::x?^P«-w 


















i'imk: 










Cunitiick Cm 


167 


112 


67.1% 


81 


713% 


59 


718% 
80.0% 


190 

m 

153 


160 


84.2% 


51 

■ U 

60 


31.9% 
47.2% 


24 
29 


47.1% 
48.3% 


Gat« Countjr . _^ 


119 


M 73.9% 


113 
55 


9342%' 
615% 


44 


127 


83.0% 






' 131 








MT 






• 155- 








Hyde County 


74 


39 


517% 


30 


76.9% 

••■ ia% 


21 


70.0% 


78 
40$ 


70 


89.7% 


16 


219% 
' •• •40.4%- 


9 


56.3% 


Pat<)UoUmk County 


385 


304 


79.0% 


229 


75.3% 


182 


79.5% 


396 


354 


89.4% 


148 


41.8% 


14 


9.5% 










. 64 


66.7* 


'•'••'•=46 




J37 


ii» 


' «*4«% 


• 51 


• "47^1% 












Pttt County 


123i 


783 


63.6% 


581 


74.2% 


476 


81.9% 


1227 


1324 


107.9% 


595 


44.9% 
' 34.1% 
40.6% 


222 
14 

8 


37.3% 
74.6% 
10.5% 


Washington County 


243 


44 

168 


69.1% 


32 
106 


63.1% 


!» 
82 


77.4% 


.81 
218 


80 

187 


85.8% 


17 
76 



Percent ADM Uking Algebra I (or Biology) Is the estimated percentage of students In an eighth-grade class who wUl take Algebra 1 (or Biology). Other 
percentages represent the esdmaUd percentage of students In one course t-klng the next course In the sequence. All calculations are based on the 
asjiumption that students take courses In the foUowing sequence: Algebra 1, Geometry, Algebra 11; or Biology, Chemistry, Physics. 
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Ptrtldpitlon in N«xl Cours« In Mith and Scitnct Stqu«nc« by School System 



SOUTHEAST REGION 

Pfrc«nt Percent Percent 

EiRhth N TeaUd ADM N Tested AlRebri I N Tfsted Geometry 

Gride ADM Algebra I TiWing Geometry Taking Algebra II Taking 

School System 1987^ Algebra I 19M-89 Geometry 19i9.90 Algebra II 



Cartcm County 
Duplbi County 
Joncf Countj 

iMOitCmif- ' ■ 

Kiititon City 
Onslow County 
Pender County 
Gliiton City 
Goldiboro CHy 



Percent Percent 

Eighth N Tested ADM N Tested Biology 

Grade ADM Biology Taking Chemistry T«king 

198546 1987-88 Blolwyr 19W.89 Chemistry 







M4« 


311 


(^2« 


-:309 --f 


:^-.7i.3«'" 






$994% 


m 


»a% 


i-x;ii?:-?:7S^?: 


MO 




61.2% 


293 


79.i% 


236 


80.5% 


627 


532 


84.8% 


234 


44.0% 


45 


■.■.■.■.■.■.■.■.■.:.;.x-:-'-x- 




im4* ■ 


i7t 




^■:-42« 






.■ .|«^ 


ISJ% 


Ml 


4111% 


i 114 




403 


63.2% 


272 


67.5% 


238 


87.5% 


660 


567 


85.9% 


197 


34.7% 


50 










$U% 




m% 


■■■■■■ --^-tt* 


■■ ■ WT ■ 




%t 


4a* 




122 


97 


79.5% 


41 


49.5% 


28 


58.3% 


13« 


114 


85.1% 


48 


411% 


10 




35» 




m 


79.1% 


in 


813% 


49* ■ 


436 


l«.l% 


174 


».9% 


11 


404 


236 


58.4% 


179 


75.«% 


139 


77.7% 


389 


309 


79.4% 


103 


33.3% 


43 


im 


IIW 


. 71 .!» 


•ft 


77.5% 


7MI 


7».l» 


im 






730 


sxi% 




1225 


i2t 


67.0% 


622 


75.R% 


569 


91.5% 


1239 


1199 


96.8% 


383 


31.9% 


140 


m 


IW 




IS 


n.i% . : 


: ^49 




. ' irt ■ ■■ 






it 


■ H*% 




416 


253 


60.S% 


175 


69.2% 


142 


81.1% 


418 


394 


94.3% 


92 


23.4% 


47 




'30t 




311 


tX7% 




te.«% 




474 




iu 






212 


145 


68.4% 


99 


68.3% 


85 


85.9% 


200 


161 


80.5% 


41 


25.5% 


9 


IW7 


m 




«» 




X 479 


. 79.3111 


int 


»3« 


9U% 


424 


434% 




351 


265 


75,5% 


206 


77.7% 


164 


79.6% 


411 


338 


812% 


125 


37,0% 


13 



Prrctnt 
N Tested Chemistry 
Physics Taking 
1989-90 Fttytici 



'"'iMi§: 

25.4% 
20.8% 
41.7% 
36.6% 
51.1% 
210% 
10.4% 



Ptrwnt ADM Uklnt Alifbri 1 (or BloloRy) Is thf estlmitfd p«r«ntigf ofstudfnti In an Hghth-p-idf clan who wU tikt Al|fbra I ("^ ^ther 
oIr«n .iXprtSnt th. *Sm^^ p.r«ntag. of itudcnU iron. cwTrs* takliiR the next cour« bi th. j<qu.nc*. All talculitton. art b..ed on th. 
«umia?I^tKud nu tfk. cours^ln the Wlowln, ..qu.nc.: AlR.bra I, Geometry, Alpbr. II; or Biology, Chemistry, Physics. 



]( 
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Pirtidpition in Next Course In Mith ind Science Sequence by School System 



13 



CENTRAL REGION 



Eighth 



Percent Percent Percent 

NTesUd ADM NTesUd Algebri I NTesUd G-ometrj 
Aleebral Tiklng Geometry Tiking Algebra II Tiklng 



SthMi System 


19M-87 


19S7^ 


Algcbrt 1 


19ftM9 


Geo':n€try 


1959-90 Algebra 11 










■ 832 ■"■ 




:'7a6 • 




DurhimClly ...^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 


603 






249 


57.4% 


203 


81.9% 










16J 




y--." - 1x0 . 




Tirboro City 




111 

IJJ 




114 


85.7% 


89 


*8,1% 












. •::#^X-%f-.- 






FVanUlotoaCltj 






55.3% 


41 


70.6% 


38 


79.2% 
















HiUfMCottiit;,,^.^ 


557 


#0/ 




ISS 


46.2% 


149 






::p;:g:g3|T;:^:;; 


'■•'•'ft*:*:' v*.''.*^^''^ 




iw ■ 








WeldonCUy 






94.1% 


57 


816% 


35 


01.4% 










iff 








NiibCmint^ 




632 


6S.1% 


481 


76.1% 


374 


77.8% 


BUB 
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N Tested 
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Biology 


N Tested 


Chemiitr; 
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Taking Chemistry 
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Phyjlci 
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19ftS-89 Chemistry 
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Pirllciptdon In Next Course In Math and Sclenw Sequence by School System 



SOUTH CFNIRAL REGION 



2B 



Eighth N Tested 
Grtdc ADM Algebra I 



Percent Percent Percent 

ADM N Tested Algebra I N Tested Geometry 
Taking Geometry Taking Algebra 1 1 Taking 



Schod System 

Columbus Countj 

CumbeHand County 

Hoke County 

Montfomcry County 

Richmond County 
llobiiiiiMii C^iiiiif 
Scotland County 



19§7^ Algebra I i9SM9 Geometry 19i9*90 Algebra II 



Percent Percent 

Eighth N Tested ADM N Tested BIclogy 

Grade ADM Biology Taking Chemistry Taking 

I9SS.S6 1987-SS Biology 19«S.89 Chemistry 
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66.1% 


224 


67.7% 


742 


545 

"46$^ ■- 


73.5% 
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44.5% 
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Percent 
N Tested Chemistry 
Physics Taking 
1989-90 Phytks 



219% 
2^.3% 
34.6% 
16.7% 
23.5% 



AHM t.kln. AI#»lvB I for Blolocf ) Is the estimated percentage of students in an eighth-grade class who will take Algebra I (or Biology). Other 
wumption thit studtnU ttke courfw In the foUowlnR lequenct: Algebri I, Gwmrtry, Algebri II; or Biology, Chemljtry, PhyiJci. 
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Pirtlcipidon In Next Course In Miih ind Science Sequence by School System 



NORTH CENTRAL REGION 

Percent Percent Percent 

Eighth NTMUd ADM N Tested Aljsebri I N Tested Geometry 

Grade ADM Algebri I Tnklng Geometry Tikmg Algebra II Taking 

School System 198647 Algebra 1 Geometry 19l:>-90 Algebra II 



Percent Percent 

Eighth N Tested ADM N Tested Biology 

Grade ADM Biology Taking Chemistry Taking 

1985-M 19S7-M Biology 19M-S9 Chemistry 



Percent 
N Tested Chemistry 
Physics Taking 
1989*90 Physl^is 
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93.6% 
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86.6% 
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41.4% 

31.5% . 
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288 

37 
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69 
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20.9% 

64.9% 

38.7% 

35.6% 

28.5% 

67.2% 

15.2% 

/■■■134%-: 

62.0% 

20.2% 
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Percent ADM Uklne AlRebri I (or IMoloRy) l» the estltniled percentige of sludenls In jn elghth-Rride 
Lrcen .«iVepr«enl the esUtn.ted perMnfRe of rtudent, In one course t.kbiK the next course In the 
!^umX Ih'S t.ke coursTln the followlnR sequence: AlRrbr. I. Geometry, Alfiebr. 11; or 



Mquence. All cilculitloni ire based on the 

niolugy, Chemistry, Physics. 
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PirtlclpiUon n Next Course In Milh ind Science Sequence by School System 



SOUTHWEST REGION 

Percent Percent Percent 

Eighth N Tested ADM N Tested Algebri I N TesKd Geometry 

GridfADM Algebri I Ttking Geometry Tiklng Al|ebri II Tiklng 

School System 198M7 1987-M Algehri I 19W-«9 Geometry 19S9.90 Algebrt II 



Percent Percent 

Eighth N Tested ADM N Tested Biology 

Gride ADM Biology Tiking Chemistry Taking 

19S5-W 19S7.M Biology 19W-S9 Chemistry 



Percent 
N Tested Chemistry 
Physics TikIng 
19S9-90 Physks 
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140 


55.1% 
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76.4% 
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85.0% 
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204 


81.0% 
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45.1% 


17 
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Ptrctnt ADM Uklnt Alt«bri I (or Blolofw) If tht Mtlmittd percenli|te of .ludwiU In in tluhth-Rride elm who will tike Al||«bri I (or Blolo«f). Other 
J:r^^t.iS r.?r^S'nl e,Umit.d p.3.B. of student, ln%,ne course t.klng the next course In the J^q^^^'l c.lcul.Uo«^ based on the 
■numptlon thil rtudenU tike courses In the foUowlng sequence: Alftebri I, Geometry, AlRebri II; or Biology, Chemdstry, Physic*. 
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Pirtlclpirlon In Next Course In Mith ind Science f^^quence by Schoc^ System 
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NORTHWEST REGION 

Percent Percent Percent 

Eighth N TtJited ADM N TesUd Algebri 1 N Twted GconHry 

Gride ADM Aliebril TiUng Geometry Tiking Algebrr II Tiklng 

School System WS«7 19S7^ Algebri 1 19SM9 Geometry m%90 Aigcbrill 

Allefhiny County 130 M? 
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Gride ADM 



N Tv^sted 
Blolotuf 
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Percent Percent 

ADM N Tested Blolo|iy 

Tiklng Chemistry Tiklng 

Blolofty 19SS.«9 Chemistry 



Percent 
N Tested Chemistry 
Physics Tiklni 
i9S9-90 Physks 
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Percent ADM Uklns Aleebri I (or BloloRy) '» «h« estlmited peretntige of ijudenU In in «<8hth-F«^« 
iMur Ion thit rtudents like courjei In the foUowlnii lequence- Algebri 1, Geometry, AlRebri II, or 



cliM who wUI (ike AlRcbri I (or Biology). Other 
sequence. All cilcuUUoni ire based on the 
Biology, Chettilitrjr, Fhydcs. 
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Pirtlclpition In Next Course in Milh ind Science Sw^uence by School System 



WESTERN REGIOr» 



School Syitem 



Percent Percent Percent 

Eighth NTesUd ADM N Tested Algebri I N Tested Geometry Eighth N Tested 

GrtdeADM Algebrt 1 Tiking Geometry Taking Algebra II Taking Grade ADM Biology 

191647 1987^ Algebra I 19SM9 Geometry 19S9.90 Algebra II 19S5-W 19S7.M 



Percent Percent 

ADM N Tested Biology 

Taking Chemistry Taking 

Biology 19§S.89 Chemistry 
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Percent 
N Tested Chemiitrj 
Phjslcs Tiklng 
1989.90 Phjtkt 



36.1% 

43.5% 

26.7% 

27.6% 

216% 

36.3% 
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15.1% 
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p , . nM i.kln. Al.fhri I for BloloiT) l» the estlmited percentile of studenti In in etRhth-gride clits who will tike Algebre I («>r Biology). Other 

rc"n .X?r.«nt th^^ l^one cou*r« t.klng the ne.t <r.e S the «q""- Ailc.lcul.tionj .re be.ed on the 

«umX U'.t rt"S.^ Uke cocrJTln the Wlowing .equence! Algebr. I. Geometry, Alg.br. II; or Biology. ChenH.try, Fhyric 
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Yield and JvfTcctlve Yield on Selective 1989*90 End-of. Course Test5 by School System 
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311 

■. . 


44 


27.0 


25.2 


70 


34.3 


28.9 










145 








■■ tM 


■■- ICl ■ 


■■V: m 




-■ 114 : 


Hyde Count; 


34 


29.4 


25.1 


34 


33.5 


29.5 


21 


20.1 


19.1 


21 


19.7 


19.7 






Z'iiii 


!£.vO. 411; 




311 


■:-;--3M-:-?::' 










26*1 




Pasquotank County 


Ml 


50.7 


47.7 


215 


32.5 


27.8 


182 


30.4 


26.7 


144 


23.1 


21.3 










79 ■ 


44.7 
















Htt County 


S64 




45.7 


740 


3S.0 


35.4 


476 


28J 


27.4 


467 


25.0 


24.4 


Washington County 


iM'^MM^^ji^¥^-^'^'' ^ ' 2<l 3U --^^JW -^M-' ■^■■:-;.J<J-'-V:-:V--^----li---.v-. 43.7 :■ 

195 54.3 44.9 121 31.2 24.5 82 20.8 17.5 87 20.8 18.4 

YIdd Is .n indtx of th. tfT.ctlv.nM. of. progr.m which Ukts Into .ccount boih p.rtlclp.tlon «^,t»«'-'7™"«-. '! '» jK','*lM 
bT multiplyln« tht p«rticlp«t».^ in i. cours* by the .vtr.g* perctnt of cort Ittmi .niwtrtd corretUy and thtn multUplyln* by 100. 
Em^aTff li l Smilar lnd,:r ^u' It counts .s " partldpallng" in th. ct.urs« only thos* ttudetiU whom .chlf vf ment is abovf • cutoff point 



• Phyiles 

Number Effective 
Tested Yield YkM 



38 7.0 6.3 

lillB 

24 8.S .8.5 
29 10.6 8.7 

/ ^■^iiiiiilii 

9 6.5 6.5 



14 2.6 2.6 



222 12.1 12.0 
8 16 16 



1' 



Yield and KfTecUve Yield on Selective 1989-90 Hnd-of-Cours? Tests by School System 



SOUTHEAST REGION 
School System 

Carteret County 
Duplin Coimt J 
Jones County 



KlnitmiClt; 
Onilow County 
Pender County 



aintonCltjr 
Gddsboro City 



Number 
TesUd Yield 


Effective 
T leiG 


Number 
Tested Yield 


EfTcctlvc 

VUIH 
T icIQ 


Number 
Tested Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested 


Yield 


Errecdvc 

Yield 










. ■■ • jai* 








154 •• 


-■■■"■•.■■:-a44---- 










•••••.••i*t 


442 


52.9 


49.9 


318 


37.3 


35.5 


236 


29.5 


2A.5 


246 


27.2 


26.4 


45 


5.3 


5.2 










3X4 


30.2 






'Mtt3 ■ 


31> 












3S3 


43.6 


..... .^^ 


2S4 


28.5 


23.4 


238 


23.5 


20.7 


237 


218 


20.4 


50 


4.8 


4.7 


••1113:. 


y..4J!#MW.-. 




. . 95 


3ii 






'/-'3i4 


2J,i 








■iV: 




ri/:;'.iH:;-i» 




it % 


34.8 


70 


40J 


36.9 


28 


14J 


13.2 


37 


17.7 


16.2 


10 


4.5 


4.5 


:•• •;: 
























=^:::::ir: 


if. * 

:::::::::::.::-4fc* ••: 






52,6 


49.8 


179 


30.4 


27.8 


139 


25J 


24.6 


118 


1S.8 


17.4 


43 


7.0 


4.3 


.y.;...-.;-. ■■■ 


:=M.4 




182^. 








JU 


M4 








«fv 








57,9 


512 
814 • 


•5 J 




29.8 

- '315 


■■ 49 


It J 


211 


516 

■ -45 


27.5 

■•■■li.?- 


26.2 


140 


6.9 


4.4 










Jf40 


41.2 


34.9 


170 


29.9 


26.0 


142 


21.0 


17.6 


133 


19.5 


17.8 


47 


6.4 


4.1 








-451 






V-'iia 


iij 


17 J 


• 162 ■ ". 






"m. 


14- 




131 


39.7 


29.7 


103 


26.4 


21.3 


85 


29J 


2S.6 


79 


214 


21.3 


9 


13 


1.5 








su 












m 








r :'7J 


232 


43.8 


37.4 


132 


24.2 


19.8 


164 


lis 


2L2 


167 


25.4 


20.9 


13 


10 


to 



Yield li an Index of the effectiveness of a program which takes Into account both participation and performance. It Is calculated 
by multiplyini the participation In a courte by the average percent of core kerns answered correctly and then multUplyIng by 100. 
EfTective yield Is a similar Index but It counts as "participating" In the course only thow students whose achievement Is above a cutoff point 
estimating thit they will pass the courv 
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CENTRAL REGION 
School System 


Number 
TcsUd Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested Yield 


Effec^ve 
Yield 


NuTnber 
Tested Yield 


EffecUve 
Yield 


Number 
Tested 


Yield 


Effecdve 
Yield 


• • ■ w;-- 


:::;:?:::;::::>::::y 
:-::::;:::;::;S:::;x^:i3jT^^ 




;.::x::::::::::*jf"i::>:: 




/46^ 










•^•'••|«-' 












Lhirnam city 


427 


419 




25S 


212 


14J 


203 


15J 


7.B 


251 


20.0 


12.ff 


52 


4.3 


3.6 








:::>; -.y '•■■■37>* ' 




2M 




m 


173 




' • .•:174" 


• := 27> 


2M 




13 


7.l> 


Tarboro City 




55.2 


c 


121 


2S.2 


94 0 


S9 


26.2 


23.3 


113 


30.5 


27.§ 


44 


11.6 


11.3 
















124 


19.1 








■ 17*7 


90 




%y 


Franklinton City 


73 


36.2 




37 


23.6 


1\ 6 


3S 


16.6 


1L3 


21 


ii.a 


11.1 


9 


4.6 


4.6 
















1« 


114 










43 




14 






::::;::::r:x:v:44kl\:- 














mm 

Hallru County 


332 


37.1 




15S 


14.3 


9,7 


149 


117 


7.5 


127 


13.1 


11.6 


43 


4.0 


3.0 






lllili 


::::;:;:;::::::::::4»»*v: 








m 


US 












• It 


Wddoo City 


72 


35.1 


Z3.4 


27 


115 




35 


20.0 


las 


40 


22.2 


13 >^ 


25 


9.6 


5.0 






'^'i'i^i-'iA'i'V-x^^^^^^^^ 
•::::X:X";::;:::43WF?= 


W:::xy:-^?'Xi.:v 






423 




• ••.ui " 


367 


IW 




14> 


7*4 


7.2 


Nash County 


596 


414 


37.7 


422 


31.9 


30.0 


374 


27.7 


24.1 


333 


23.1 


210 


M 


6.8 


6.7 








:::::::::i:-x.^ jCi]>:: 


•!•■■:■■?:■:•!•■•■■■■:•: i 




. . *o*v 


iH 




• /••/f-ii^4 ••• 


111 






' • • «• 




ttt 


Worthampton County 


197 


413 




15S 


26.4 


20.1 


132 


211 


15.1 


136 


23.6 


19.2 


30 


5.2 


5.0 
















Itl 






m 


174 


i$A 


n 


14 


%l 


Wake County 


3959 


6«.3 


65.7 


2907 


47.3 


45.i 


2755 


41.7 


46.3 


24SS 


410 


41.3 


1132 


17.6 


17.5 




in 


• •41f 


35»2 


95 




IfJ 


7# 


15.7 


iti 


•5 


15*7 


145 


■1 


••••••w 




WUson County 


602 


49.7 


47.7 


406 


30.6 


29.5 


326 


24.1 


2L1 


2S3 


21.1 


20.8 


78 


5.6 


5.5 



Yield Is an Index of the effectiveness of a program which Ukcs Into account both participation and performance. It is ct^culated 
by multiplyine the participation In a cours' by the average percent of core Items answered correcUy and then multllplylnj? by 100. 
EffecUve yield Is a similar index but It counts a^ "participating" In the course only those students whose achievement is above a cutoff point 
estimating that they will pass the course. 



120 




1 



Yield ind EfTective Yield on Selective 1989-90 End-of-Course Tests by School System 



88 



SOUTH CENTRAL 
REGION 

School System 



•Algebn I- 



Number 
Tested 



CdumbiM Countjjr 323 

Cumberliiiil CouBt; ^ .......MH^^,.. 

Hoke County JWO 
Lee Cdmit|i"^#:ip^ 

Montgomery County 257 



Yield 

33.7 
J51.5. 
45.3 
49.1 



Richmond County 
lt6b*MliCdtet^ 
Scotlind County 



473 
403 



44.7 
45.2 

























Ktive 
Yleso 


Number 1 
Tested Yield 


SfTective 
VI*M 


Number 
Tested Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested 


Yield 


Effective 
Ykld 




■■ ■. -W^ ■■■■■ 


-363 




w 




IM 








.-* n 






2A.0 


241 


XJ.J 


20.1 


160 


15.8 


13.8 


222 


20.6 


19.2 


0 


0.0 


0.0 


4X1 




• ■■ •• -li •■• ■ 

363 


Jjj ■■■■ 




V-aJU 


■■':-=--::r:27-i 


■•"•113 = ■■ 


•'• 374 


: ■• ; 35i 


«4 ■ 


17J 




43.9 


1S64 


35.4 


29.i 


1457 




24.9 




23.3 


20.6 


338 


6.2 


S.9 




403 


• ■ ••■26i3 ■ ■■ 


23,7 








•...•ir^ 


."■ - IS^T 










40.9 


162 


25.1 


23.9 


102 


iB.t 


17.3 




21 4 


20.4 


29 


5.0 


5.0 


|m ' 






3U---^- 










=^ li.3 


V W ' 


43 






42 J 


161 


30.5 


25.1 


161 


29J 


25.1 


171 


29.4 


26.9 


54 


9.3 


1.3 




3W 


2io 












2f.# 






X4 




35.9 


352 


2«.l 


24.1 


224 


18.4 


14.8 


225 


17.3 


14.1 


36 


17 






' 7SI ■ 


214 


17,3 








MS 


lf4 


i IM 


151 




-;V:;3J 


39.3 


190 


19.S 


17.5 


111 


28.7 


24.9 


139 


16.3 


15.9 


28 


2.7 


2.7 



YUld If lin Index of Iht efTellvCTMi of ■ protrim which ukts Into iccounl both pirtldpallon uid perronrKnce, It li cikulited 
S IwdK th°^^^^^^ courw by the .ver.Re percent of core Items .nnrered correctl, .nd then muUUp lyln« by 100. 

FfiveWi. . but It count/.. >rtlclp.Un8" In the cour,* only tho« student. who« .chlevement I. .bov. . ct, 



EfTective yield 
crtlmatlng thit they will pi., the counw, 



toff point 
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YlclcJ and KfTedlve Yield on Sclecllve 1989-90 Knd-of-Course Testn by Schoo! Syslem 



8S 



NORTH CKN TRAL 
REGION 

School System 



•••AlRebrt I 

Number EfTectlve 
Tested Yield Yield 



•Geometry 



•Algebra 11* 



•Chemistry* 



Number 
Tested 



Errc<rttve 
Yield Yield 



Number 
Tested 



Krrectlve 
Yield Yield 



Number 
Tested 



Effective 
Yield Yield 



Physics 

Number EfTecUve 
T«rted Yield Yield 











'* 4jl< 


At 




Hi ■ -i-S: 
















..--■-.il 


Burllititon City 


Ant 

401 


50*0 


CI ft 




47 1 


45.4 


232 


314 


29.9 


237 


30.6 


29.6 


132 


15.1 


14.4 






. '-^fif • •• 




119 


laji 


10 J 


tti ■ /■ 




. .'ill 


'. -WJ 




iii '■■ 


-33' 


■. « '^i 




Chathim County 


365 


62.7 


DO* J 






41.6 


ISO 


30J 


2S.2 


147 


21.5 


ii.i 


32 


4.3 


4.2 




















M 


1.1 




* ..At ■ • 


• • It-T ■ 

• . -^Uf . ■ 






•HI - • 


S$i 






. fM .' 




















Lexington City 


200 


54.1 


At 

41.9 


IJv 


0 




75 


13.S 


7.9 


76 


16.5 


14.6 


4S 


9.3 


1.0 




:i::S:-:::::?>^P7::-.:: 




• : w9<M 


■ '■ -OW ■-■ 






. *f 


24J 


■'•'aii ■.• 


$6-:' 


•••IM. r 






It--'-' 




Forsyth County 


210§ 


56.1 


51.11 






11 1 


1433 


3S.1 


36.0 


1076 


26.2 


25.3 


439 


9.5 


9.2 








• 54# 






-4!L4 


■ ■ :■ . . : 


UM 


. iti 




$15 : 




^■iii ■ ' 




■ ■■■■ f J^: 


Greensboro City 


1169 


54,2 


49,0 


« AAA 

1000 


At t 

41.2 


lA 1 


707 


iiJi 




766 


31.0 


29.3 


2M 


10.6 


10.3 




441 








14L% '' ' 




239 


US 


■ -'Mil 


■ m' . 


• »J •■ 


■•' nu' ■ ■■■ 




' 43' 


4.9 


Orange County 


270 


46.7 


46,7 




J^*A 




115 


25.2 


19.6 


178 


26.5 


24.1 


37 


4.9 


4.4 


Oiaj^MlllOty 


JMr 


f0>O 


6t.^ 


311 






141 


SM 


".5lk4' 


135 


».7 


iLt ■■ ■ 




3M 


34.1 


Pcnon County 


310 


50J 


47.4 


227 


36.0 


33.9 


1411 


24.1 


216 


96 


15.3 


15.2 


12 


9.2 


S.4 




$H 


m 




426 


lU 




I9i 








It.l 


■ :H4,f 


»# 


*.« 


• xif 


Asheboro City 


199 


56.4 


53.0 


174 


44.1 


41.5 


135 


31J 


u.n 


131 


30.0 


21.4 


17 


4.6 


4.6 


HodkbtliftMCoaitly 


153 


37<t 




141 






.^■■■■:94'- 


■■■as.j- 




W)-^iU ■ 


m' 


27.i 


■' a 




■i;--3.4 


Eden City 


23« 


5M 


47.2 


152 


31.0 


29.6 


132 


32.1 


29.7 


161 


31.7 


27.4 


93 


16.6 


15.7 


WcKtKockiiiihim 


203 


49.6 


43.* 


133 


Mj- 




m 


IIJ 


19.2 


■■■■■■ 113 


IIJ 


19J 


3t 


Sj 


-4.7 


Reidsvilie City 


177 


41.1 


35.1 


104 


22.7 


19.7 


131 


25.11 


20.9 


110 


20.5 


19.0 


17 


2.9 


2.9 


Stokt^ County 


299 


36.4 




229 


2SJ 






2».l 


.^■^■19.1 


193 


HI 


■■■.jw : 


19 ■ 


JLl 


2.1 



YUld Is in IndM of the .ff.cllv.nMS of • pi -.grini which Ukes Into iccourU both pirtlclpatlon widptr for mine. It I, filciilit.d 
K„ i.MifiniJ(n« ih» nlt ilrln.ilnn In ■ courif bv the ■veMK* percent of core Items inswered correcUy and then multUplylnn by 100. 
teWll is . 'mllK^ l^u^^ coumr.. >^tlclp^ti;^g" m the course only tho*e ^udent, who^ .chleve„-nt I, .bove . cutoff pdnt 
estimating that (hey will pass the course 
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SOUTHWEST REGION 


Niimh#r 


Effective 


Number I 


Effective 


Number 


Effective 


Number 


Effective 


Number 


Yield 




^Srhcmt Svtlem 


Tested 


Yield 


Yield 


Tested 


Yield 


Yield 


Tested 


Tield 


Yield 


1 cnm 


Yield 


Yield 


Tested 


Yield 






•••'Hi-- 


• ••• V 


IS* 






;-.--:"^'-^i<3 /■■■.■ 


its 














;v:::y::-:;^::::45: 


Cabarrus County 


700 


514 


49.4 


553 


40.6 


35.5 


526 




3S.3 


390 


25.3 


241 


110 


7.4 


7.2 










1116 


36.1 


30 J : 


mMmi. ■ 










14^ 


3J- 




•//•:":":v:.:->:':!ivi-: 
:x::'.::f:::--:::4i. 


Cleveland Count/ 


459 


416 


35.7 


254 


26.6 


23.6 


221 


211 


1>.6 


257 


23.3 


21.0 


42 


41 


40 


Bsi^MoctatlliiCiijr 




36.4 




170 


334 


31^ 




'■■"'■'■■■03 


■■■■■■ tXf 






17*3 




46 




Shelby City 


175 


46.7 


41.9 


154 


36.8 


315 


141 


3SJ 


26.7 


1S3 


39.6 


35.2 


19 


46 


CiMottCboaty-' 


1551 


40.1 


txi 


1136 


lU 


149 


094 


iu 








■^j^- - ..17J 


317 


••■.■.■'TJ'-" 




Lincoln County 


479 


43.3 


35.f 


419 


36.1 


29.6 


290 


27.2 




26S 


22.6 


20.9 


33 


19 


19 






4%t 


4Xi 


mi 


40.6 


37J 


: 145* • 


u* 




• ■ ■ isrf . 


2*^ 




169 






RowM County 


591 


47.6 


419 


762 


39.5 


35.2 


511 




2L3 


476 


24.S 


219 


151 


45 


6.3 




:i| •: • 43M 


6^1 


15.7 


307 


349 


3L7 










j47 


24i 


71 


•■"•."74.. 




Albemtrle City 


153 


710 


710 


104 


514 


50.9 


69 


31.0 


3«.3 


S9 


44.0 


44.0 


20 


9.4 


9.4 






-441 




470 


345 


315 


370 




: ^ U2 








109 






Monroe City 


169 


46.4 


36.5 


9S 


27.6 


25.0 


91 


20.0 


114 


113 


26.7 


23.9 


17 


3.9 


3.7 



Yield li an Index of the effeetivene.! of • pronrim which Ukes Into iccount both pirtldp-tlon .nd performince. I Ij cilculited 
bt multipWin* the ptrticlpitlon In i course by the iveriRe percent of core Items inswered correctijf ind then muUUplyIng by 100. 
EfTSWl»^»^n»»>«r Index but It counU m "partldpitlnit" In the course only th«e rtudenti whoM ichleyement Is ibove • cutoff point 
esUmitlng thit they wUl p«M the course. 
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Yield ind KfTtctivt Yitid on SeltcMvt 



NORTHWf:ST REGION 












Number 




EfTective 


Number 




Errtctivt 


School fijsitm 


Tested 


Yield 


Yield 


1 ested 


Yield 


YItId 




Mm 










24rf 


Alleghany County 


63 


3X2 


29«2 


65 


30.7 






m 




4tt 




■ 29JS 


• ■ 19*1 


Avery County 


108 


4L1 


3S.4 


98 


27.1 


24.4 










m 


2t.7 




Cildwell County 


525 


3S«3 


316 


411 


21.0 


26.5 


CitewtNiCcwtily. 










19J 


2a«6 


Hickory City 


2A3 


60.7 


54.9 


214 


44.5 


43.4 










«• 


at.« 




Davk County 


156 


4S.1 


43.4 


210 


3S.4 


3/.3 








: 4X«i 


■• -m '. 






MoorcsWHe City ........ ...^^^^^^^ 


iif 


42.5 


37.5 




41S 




liiM 






m 






Surry County 




46.7 


44.5 




30.0 


28.2 








0.1 




4941 




Mount Airy city 


159 


6«.2 


65.5 


90 


45.4 


41.9 








Sli 


m 


3M 


HS 


WUkM County 


m 


39.3 


35.2 


490 


29.1 


24.5 


YidkfaiiCbiiifjr 




a9,> 




201 


; '313 


Jt2 



Yield 1.1 «n Index of the efrecUvenejj of • program which Ukes Into i 
by multiplying the participation In a course by the average percent o 
EfTective yield li a similar Index but It counis as "partlclpaUnR*' in t^ 
estimating that they will pass the course. 




1989-90 End*or*Course Tests by School System 



Number 
Tested Yield 


Effective 
Yield 


Number 
Tested Yield 


EffecUve 
Yield 


Number 
Tested 


Yield 


EffKUve 
Yield 








m 


u% 








• f-::;:::;x.*¥»^: 


64 


311 


26.6 


65 


35.0 


35.0 


16 


5.9 


5.2 


144 
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count both participation and performance. It Is calculated 

core Items answered correctly and then multUplylng by 100. 

t course only those students whose achievement Is above a cutoff point 
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Yield Is in Index of the effectiveness of i progrim which Ukes Into iccount both pirtlclpatlon and performance. It Is cilculited 
by raulUplylng the ptrtidpitlon In a course by the iverige percent of core Items iriswered correcUy and then multUplyln^ by 100. 
Effective yield Is a simllir Index but It counts is " participating" In Ihe course only those studenU whoie achievement Is above i cutoff point 
estlmttlng that they will pass the course. 
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Avtri9« Participation Avtrago Partlclpitlon Avoragc Pirtlclpatlon Avarago Partlclp«tlon Avcrago Participation AvaraQO Participation 



Cor« 



Indax 



Cora 



IndiX 



Cora 



Indax 



Cora 



Irtdax 



Cora 



Indax 



Cora 



Indax 



^--Engllah \******-* •^..♦^.U.S. Hlalory***^. 
Avaraga Participation Awraga Participation 
Cora Indax Cora Indax 









. ■ ^^.^ • 


iJW.WTw 








"1814%-' 


414 


»»?%■ ■ 


: -'4dJ' '- 


■•"■'••■o.o%'' ' 


814 


• 818% 


\--43»»l 




Burlington CHy 


42.0 


00.0% 


41.5 


00.5% 


An a 

40.0 


AA 




oa 9^ 


40 3 


45.7% 


40.9 


22.1% 


710 


97.4% 


44.4 


813% 




■■!'"-:->'^":-'-^iit"'ii'-/--' 
::::.:;::;:;:;4a.O::::: 


?!•■;. ••.^4,1% 






38.8 






'.' ''Ht 4^' 
0*»47» ■ 


: :^iO - . . 


IV-.-. 


■ 410 


. -10.8% - - 


4m 


- '8lt% -V 


;.-:--44;4 




Comdtn County 




TO (iH, 


^ 1 




37.0 


51.2% 


40.8 


102.7% 


37.8 


39.3% 


39.8 


20.0% 


86.8 


104.9% 


42.3 


88.8% 


OHi|«»:i ^CHI::::::;::;: wi:;: 


:!:::::.::::::i::B^«::>:; 




■ ''MTU' "■ 








.48.8 - 


:/8M% 


'.'411 


M.4% 


48.* 


:48.0% 


74.0 


810% 






Chorokoo County 


M.I 


M.7% 


9V.D 


Ai 0^ 






42 1 


81.8% 


39.8 


35.0% 


38.8 


18.4% 


89.9 


85.2% 


43.9 


82.2% 










■•t-88f0% 














4C4 




17.4 


- -f8,8%.''- 


■■■■t4li''-- 


r^-t>*i% 


Clay Ccunty 


an > 




38.8 


85.1% 


35.8 


32.8% 


41.0 


87.0% 


37.5 


38.5% 


43.4 


11.8% 


85.3 


84.3% 


43.8 ^ 


81.1% 


^moii^i^ ' . ■ 










■■ :''4i^ 




47*7 


' ''81.-0% 


4t»t 


4i>7% ' 


41y1 


mi% 


OM 


fl4% 


■■:"48»t 


'^■•''8M% 


Pfvk County 








85.7% 


37.5 


35.1% 


44.5 


77.5% 


44.4 


35.1% 


43.4 


8.2% 


812 


90.9% 


45.7 


74.5%^ 










WtJ»k • 






• 417- ■ 


- 88.4% • 






40 J 


ii.*% 


«7.i 


• 80.8%-." 


': -44.* •:■ 




Foftyth County 


42J 


78.8% 


38.5 


54.8% 


40.5 


52.8% 


41.0 


80.8% 


39.8 


38.5% 


38.7 


14.3% 


88.8 


95.7% 


41.8 


18.8% 










.* ♦«% 




8X4% 


44.1 


78.7% 


.4t.O 


4M% 


mi - 


■14.4% 


718 


•r»3% 


M$M 




JlKkoori County 


41.7 


83.1% 


41.2 


55.8% 


37.0 


38.5% 


41.0 


88.5% 


41.1 


38.2% 


38.3 


11.3% 


85.5 


88.0% 


43.8 


80.1% 










■::^8r4% 


».1 


■ - 88.8% 


■44.4"/* 




48i 


88.8% 


38.4 


-118%- 


81S 


88.4% 






Sttnly County 


40.0 


•0.2% 


35.0 


58.7% 


35.8 


45.4% 


41.2 


87.0% 


40.5 


39.8% 


38.0 


12.0% 


88.8 


87.5% 


43.3 


78.0% 


ii)/*ktP0MWy ^ 




■■.,.''UA% • 


4W- 


■ -uai^ 


41J 


81«fc 


484 


fli% 


418 


- 98.«% 


4*.« 


■ 


■-■^^■76,0 


lflO% 


■ :-46;7 ; 


••.•••4.0% 


Wilauga County 


4«.S 


08.0% 


42.0 


55.5% 


44.7 


38.7% 


^U.8 


89.8% 


43.4 


26.9% 


44.6 


10.3% 


86.5 


94.1% 


44.8 


78.7% 




O Note- School syslems are arranged in alphabetical order. Parliapat.on index is based on the 8th grade ADM the year most student'', were in the 8th grade 
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Note: School systems a'o arranged ,n alphabelical order. Parhapation Index is based on the 8th grade ADM the year most students were ,n the Olh grade. 
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40.8 


Ti^A 


■'■■:-""6t.T% 


• 


:-"-37»6% 




\ -.31ii1% 




37.3 


63.1% 


34.5 


47.0% 


33.7 


38.0% 


39.9 


. $»J 




$8.4 


48.0% 


36.8 


4«.aH 


MO 


41.9 


67.0% 


10.5 


4S.6% 


39.8 


36.6% 


42.5 


": 


11.4% 


40.» 


94^ 


98J 


*8a8%^;:; 


4aj 


41.2 


64.0% 


35.4 


57.0% 


37.2 


42.8% 


40.3 


iti 


'.87,6% 


" ■• -312.8 • : 




$4^ 




36.5 


38.0 


73.4% 


367 


58.3% 


35.0 


46.2% 


40.S 


Mi 












410 


44.3 


67.3% 




46.2% 


39.1 


34.5% 


40.7 


412 




••• -i-ixf- 


38^ 


32.4 


4d<2% 


38,4 



Indai 
81.4% 

::7i.3% • 

84.8% 

•918% 
93.9% 

87. ^% 
89.0% 
«»>3« 
89.6% 
819% 
78.2% 

88, $% 
90.5% 

•'•81>l* 
82.5% 

' 811% 
84 1% 

* 14 J% 
62.4% 
ilO% 
79.4% 
81.1% 
83.8% 

' #0J% 
87.1% 
70v?* 
88.9% 
100.8% 
^^8.2% 

■ /$tb\ 

8*.T% 
84.2% 
80.7% 



Cora 

31.4 
38.1 
M<t 
41.0 
•38.1 
39.6 

it% 

36.9 
36.1 

4ii 

41.4 
36,1 
39.6 
89J 
38.4 
40,1^ 
38.7 
37.1 
42.8 

4o.r 

33.8 
341 
36.9 
413 
36.4 

37.8 
41S 
36.7 
34i 
35.2 
48.7 
42.2 



Indax 

90W' 
28.8% 
11.4% 
26.0% 

4iXi% 

32.7% 

•jrt.trti'^- 

37.1% 
$8.8% 
31.0% 
.274hC 
30.0% 
30.3% 
32.1% 
17,41^ 
41.4% 

43.9% 

■■ 37»4%:- 
31.2% 

' nM% 

44.0% 

40.4% 
22.0% 
34.2% 
40,4% 
43.2% 
30,f% 
47.7% 
3SM 
5^.0% 
87,7% 
29.9% 



Cora 


inovi 


Cam 


lr>dai 


Cora 


Mai 




'Yk9% 


V.*4j V, 


.;^':I19%. 


:;v41*'l- 




17 1 

3f .1 


f .37» 


65.5 


86.4% 


41.5 


73.3% 


' ^ 8 - 

•:#P»a :.■ 


;.•■!■:■:■:■ »>*W ^ . 


v-814*-'- 


$712% 


'^MS 






10 

1 v.* TV 


65.2 


89.2% 


42.3 


717% 


: .##441 : 






-[.i4,t% 


:'liiW.4 


';"374i%' 


9V.9 


a a^L 


aa 1 


98.2% 


43.6 


82.0% 








^v''8t,8%''*-' 


••*'44.2*- v; 






7 a^ 


64.3 


88.3% 


41.8 


79.8% 


'■■'Aa a 






>v:-Mi%."--'' 


:;V«9* •••• 


' .f7.0% 


«H.a 


J a^ 


A4 A 


90.1% 


41.2 


81.6% 


'■■ A# A ■ 




'.'vlii *• 


' Ki8.2%'': ': 


"••:*44,t •* 


.;71.4% 


ai.a 


0.07* 


a4 a 


88.4% 


42.9 


74.5% 




- il.ML 
■: ; . :■: ::.0.^7» 


818 ' 


' il.8% - 


'•"•••41.* ' 




90.9 




aa 1 


91.7% 


41.9 


80.8% 


#4.V 




'•' 818 • 


.*"*= IO>l% 


-•'t9<i 


710%- 


94.0 


17 1^ 


ai a 


93.4% 


40.9 


81.9% 


-"4ia 


il 8% 


81,2 


87.9% 


';''-*4d.4 • 


' mJihk 


3a. 2 




a3 9 


89.7% 


41.5 


77.5% 


'■ • .#*.a 




- 88^ 


- i4 J% 


41.7 


'■■ •- ii»8%" 


til 1 

9a. 9 


4 a^ 


70 1 


88.8% 


43.4 


72.8% 






'-18.0 ■ 


■''''-:18.8% 




. •;rr.4% 


92. U 


11 0^ 


a? a 


92.0% 


39.0 


85.4% 


^8 


' 4.9% 


'ikl4 ' 


:'87,8% 


\*" d8i 


' ' •18%^ 




11 0^ 

1 1 .W7V 


62.3 


85.9% 


42.1 


72.1% 


■: -:4ai' 


8.5% 


Ht 


•* * ft.8% 


••40.1 


■ " • 7X7% 


42.2 


3.4% 


61.0 


90.7% 


43.2 


88.4% 


3U 


14% 


818 


718% 


40J 


rr.t% 


35.9 


4.6% 


64.8 


94.6% 


43.2 


78.4% 


312. 


-. ^.8% 


*4.8 


910% 


43.1 


■ *• it1% 


34.3 


12.3% 


61.3 


94.1% 


42.4 


88.8% 


4a.$ 




■ V8i4 • 


i(l7J% " 


'■■•v38>8-^^-: 


i^:r^:^'10% 


38.7 


12.3% 


63.2 


95.7% 


42.2 


67.9% 


'312 


' 214% 




1118% 


■•"■•'■48.8 


'.••"117% 


41.7 


8.0% 


63.6 


87.7% 


42.6 


79.5% 


40.1 


-■•74%- 


*10 


:V-^ti4% 




^:%::-^7i0% 



o 

ERIC 



Note: School systems are arranged ir, alphabel.cal order. Parliapal.on Index is based on ttio 8th grade ADM the year most aludeni, were in the 8th grade 



Avvraga Cort Scow ind Pirtlclpitten Indtx lor School Syt<«m« Grouped by IM^QO «h Grid* CiHIomta Achtovwnant Ttat Tolil Biliary Scomt: 



SO to 54th P«rc«nl2l* 



•♦•♦^AlQ^bri *^»***G»om9\ry ******** 

Av«rag« Pirlteipitlon Avorig« Ptrttelpatlon 



School SytltfTi 








Indtx 








:-"ooj--4^^^ 


-:"$0.»% 


Blad«n County 


37.1 


72.9% 


39.1 


55.9% 


^iWW9^m^W^r^ ^V^r^^^v^ ..... 






■"•09.i-l 


^:;-42>% 


CmwaII Counlv 


34.7 


05.1% 


35.5 


40.2% 


Cliuitiiiiiii! bikiinftV '^^^^ 








4^.9% 


Clinton CHv 


3S.S 


67.2% 


35.1 


45.2% 


CoiumbUt GDiinl!^ ' ■ 






io.a 


30.01i 


CraifMi CountV 


41.2 


07.4% 


30.7 


51.0% 


ISyMlMiMlifMf iUtUlfit-^'^^ 








sftiM 


CdoMombo County 


39.3 


73.9% 


37.3 


37.4% 


IWliCIIVt %^mKf yy-:: ::-.-:: ■ ■: 


4S.4 


9I.S% 


37»i- 


48J% 


uswon uouniy 


31.4 


03.7% 


35.9 


49.0% 


lUVWTrP PP. Ml^W • -■-■•*•■ 




' 10 J% 


310 


83»0% 


HaHlnrd CountV 


3i.6 


SO.5% 


31.0 


47.5% 




■ iy«3 


i«<t% 


30.3 ' 




Ljifl County 


39.1 


70.0% 


37.5 


53.0% 


tfctW^ Counts : .•'•: :': :■ ■>■::!:!::> 


•:; - 


ifj% 


37.0 


. 80.7% 


Unenin CountV 


36.1 


70.0% 


34.1 


03.5% 


InlMIIW \Ml J 






371 


44J% 


MmiH Counlw 


407 


02.0% 


39.0 


40.3% 




■ ■ " 


04^ 


30.0 


01.1% 


Ontlow County 


42.0 


01.5% 


30.0 


55.0% 






7TX7H 


f4.« 


99^ 


pm County 


43.0 


07.3% 


39.0 


50.5% 


Rindot|iiltC<Kiiiily 






$9,4 


40,1% 


Richmond County 


37.3 


71 .9S 


34.3 


49.2% 


IHoft#i OolMtir ;:- 




M.0% 


♦rj 


40.3% 


Tirtioro CHy 


43.7 


75.0% 


30.0 


47.1% 






014% 


tOJ 


$1.0% 



1 ''p 

NoiG. School syslums nro arranged m 



.♦♦..•Alo^bfi H •«.«».BIology— .♦**^Ch*mtotry 



Awrago Ptrtlclpttlon Avor«Q« Ptrttelpttlon Avvragt Pahlclpitlon 



Cow 




Cof# 


lr>d«K 


Cort 


IndiK 


34J 




$7.0 


02.0% 


36J 


= -;"$3.0%. 


32.0 


37.2% 


37.3 


89.4% 


33.7 


35.2% 


37»7 




413 


73.0% ■ 


■'i40j-''-' 


? 31^1% : 


30.3 


36.7% 


37.5 


92.6% 


33.4 


45.2% 


37J 






^•^'■■44.$% ^ 


•;r34.3' 


\:;30.0%- 


41.0 


40.1% 


34.0 


05.1% 


36.1 


37.3% 


36.4 




;'30.t 


;-::.l3;4% ' 


■' 30.7 ' 


' 33.7% 


39.2 


42.3% 


39.1 


70.3% 


40.0 


31.5% 


30.1 


: 44io% 




^■^■:90.4% 


■}'^^^36.i ■ ; 


■:-.:3i*3% ■ 


31.0 


30.5% 


30.7 


77.3% 


37.6 


44.3% 


3(l<1 


' -aO;0%'-:? 




■ ioi% ■ 


30>t ' 


' -3e.^' 


33.9 


32.4% 


37.7 


05.0% 


35.3 


35.2% 


I0<0 


30.0%'^-^'' 


:V37*3'^'- 


':--00,3% 


37»3 


43^ 


34.3 


31.0% 


35.7 


69.2% 


34.5 


34.5% 


$4.0 


- 33.0% 


40J 


09.3% 


34.0 


30>3%. 


37.6 


37.0% 


30.4 


;y.6% 


37.6 


29.2% 


$$.9 


43.4%:?:^ 


VLt ••• 


913% 


30,0 


30 j% 


30.3 


39.0% 


30.3 


66.5% 


37.3 


30.4% 


SlJt 




■ ■ 30,1 


00,9% 


30.0 


44 J% 


30.5 


4C.3% 


30.0 


91.4% 


36.7 


35.9% 


M.7 


4»,»% ■■ 


'40.7 


tO.5% 


4iO 


304% 


33.0 


40.4% 


40.1 


96.6% 


39.1 


42.1% 


31J 


44,4% 


4a7 


. 73.4% 


37J 


42.7% 


41.3 


36.7% 


41.1 


90.4% 


39.6 


37.9% 


VfA 


37,4% ■ 


40.1 


74»7% 


3O<0 


30 J% 


33.2 


31.2% 


39.3 


73 0% 


33.2 


31 3% 


36.0 


33.1% 


$7.0 


97»0% 




34.6% 


36.1 


40.6% 


39.1 


83.3% 


35.5 


51.0% 


33.4 


30^ 


30.0 


i7Jt% 


$1,3 


31.9% 



'inbol'cal order Parliapalion Index 15 based on the 8lh grade AOM 



♦*-**.Phy«tet*«*«**» •^•^EngHth |...»— •* Hi^ion; ******* 

Av«rio« Pirttelpatlon Avar«9« Parttelpitlon Arjr^go Pirtldpatlon 



Coro 


Indtx 


Cofi 


Indtx 


Cort 


Indtx 


■317 ■ 


: ■■.•6j% ■• 


>40.0^/= 


::i1.0% 






34.2 


5.9% 


00.5 


90.0% 


37.4 


74.2% 


=37*7 




^:5-i3.0" 


■•?=«b.iit 


■ 43.0 




30.2 


10.0% 


56.6 


92.2% 


40.0 


70.2% 


30.7 




.•■•■00.0 ' 


io.0% 


40.3 I 


'=•71.1% 


30.9 


4.5% 


60.9 


90.6% 


42.4 


01.1% 


OA 


0^ 


= 00.7 


':i:i1.0% • 


= =: 40.3 :"■ 


=:='*JM% 


39.4 


11.0% 


65.4 


01.0% 


43.5 


00.0% 


374 




: • ^ 






■ ^^3%. 


33.0 


13.0% 


60.0 


92.^r. 


39.4 


73.3% 


■30.9 ■■: 


■■•■=^!0.1% • 


04.0 


• .% 




7iJ% 


34.3 


13.9% 


01 : 


69.'<% 


40.1 


73.5% 


■•30.1 




1:^:J3.3-' 


;WW,3%^'--" 


: --"41.4 - 


' ■ 70.1% 


30.7 


4.0% 


00.2 


65.0% 


36.2 


76.1% 


$0.4 


: : 7.$% ■ 


' 00.7 "-^ 




40.3 ••••• 


'reoj% 


40.6 


7.3% 


02.2 


03.7% 


42.6 


79.0% 


43$ 


■ ::\i^%- 


• 03,0 >^ 


I:;:;i00<i% ■ 


40.0 


V/'7I.0% 


40.6 


4.3% 


03.6 


02.9% 


41.3 


16.5% 


34.0 


•'v-'i.7% 


07,3 . • 


•r:'$3,3% 


43.0 




42.6 


9.5% 


62.6 


90.7% 


42.4 


79.;% 


41J 


fjl% . 


: W.1 .• 


■':^^oii% ■ 


- ■■41,7•■'; 


v:ilv7%' 


36.7 


11.3% 


643 


97,5% 


41.9 


04.1% 


32.4 


0.1% 


00»7 








40.2 


16.1% 


621 


100.0% 


43.7 


00.3% 


30.1 


0*0% 


U1 


/ 04»7% ' 


■•■•441 


^■:-'-tlf% 


33.6 


4.9% 


60.1 


07.2% 


43.2 


07.0% 


37.3 


■■■ 3JJ% 


01.0 


00.0% 


40,1 


71.3% 


30.9 


16.9% 


67.1 


06.4% 


39.4 


75.0% 


30.4 


9.0% 


01.4 


•3.0% 


4$« 


7$.0% 



year most sludonis wero In (he flih grade 
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AvartQ* Com 3co» and PartlcipaUon Indax lor School Syatama Grouped by 1»8^W eih Gradt CalMorhU Achlavtmam Taal Total Battory Scoroa: laaa than th« 50<h PtroonHIa 



S9 



Avtrao« Participation Avtraga Participation A^wrago Participation 



MiBlology 



•*«»«**Chamltlry 



'Phyalc»»^*^» 



-Engllah 1^ 



•*U.S.HIttory- 



Avarago Pank^atlon AvoraQa ParUcipailon Avtrago Participation Avorago Participation Awraga Participation 



Scliool Syalam 


Coro 


Max 


Cora 


lr>clax 


Cora 


lr>dax 


Cora 


lf)daM 


Cora 








•"■32J 


.-:4<16% 


6T<T " 


='^4t;»%^^-|ii 




;>-:i*6J%-:?." 


:m»6-: 


^ _ ■ . .1 — fc^ ^^^UiM#M 

BrunvWiCK wouniy 






35.4 


46.3% 


34.8 


29.1% 


40.6 


85.8% 


35.0 


tiWrthiiiiift 






■' ■ a6»6 ■ ■ 


'46»9% 


■ »A ■ 


••■i»T% 


' ' 63*6 


■■•■■■71D%"""""""- 


•^•■^i8j- 


rrifiMifiiori \*ny 




AS fl^ 


41.4 


34.3% 


30.0 


30.9% 


36.3 


91.7% 


41.5 






'664% ' 




' -4t«9% 


41.6 


67,0% ■ 


»2 


60.6% 


510 


\ioiaBDOfv viiy 




70.1% 


33.8 


43.0% 


33.0 


46.7% 


36.9 


87.6% 


32.1 




::•:: 






44,6% 


41 .t 


34.4% 


40.2 


76.8% 


41.2 


nMtiwi \^ivnif 


32.5 


66,5% 


28.1 


30.4% 


28.6 


20.8% 


31.7 


81.7% 


34.6 




i^*^ ■ ■ : 


- 66 J% >■' 


36,6 ■■■■■■ 


- . 36,7% 


36t 


26.9% 


57.6 


tl6% 


39.0 


Hyde County 






17 A 


53.1% 


36.6 


28.4% 


34.0 


75.0% 


41.7 






- 66.616 




616% 


92.4 


66.6% 


56.6 


n,t% 


511 


tf III Ml ^Aiftj 


J9 7 


7^ 


37 A 


48.2% 


41.5 


34.''/% 


36.6 


80.8% 


38.6 










666% 


JW.t 


3/«9% 


5t.6 


66.t% 


5ii 


MMISOn UOUmy 


an 1 


AS 4% 


38.3 


26.6% 


36.3 


26.5% 


39.1 


70.8% 


33.0 






' ' ^76.6^ ' 

-jfiPv IP ol . . .- 


• 64<T ; 


- '61.6% 


36.6 


46.2% - 


56.4 


62.6% 


564 


NonT>iinpiOfl youniy 


u a 




30.1 


82.7% 


29.6 


41.9% 


36.5 


82.7% 


324 


f^BfMWT. UMWHy 






'■■;6I4; 


- 66;7% 


M4 


M.1% - 


5T.6 


103.6% 


56,r 


Rob«Mii Coumy 


36.6 


57.2% 


33.4 


36.5% 


31.3 


25.1% 


354 


794% 


346 




46$ 




6I<6 


46«6% 


414 


a&6% 




U 66.7% 


418 


Scotland County 


36.5 


70.6% 


36.5 


32.5% 


34.1 


47.2% 


56.9 


87.2% 


40.7 






66.6% 


$TJ 


4I<8% 


■ r.o : 


9649% 


. 5i.t 


6t'il% 


404 


Vorici County 


36.6 


55.8% 


34.0 


37.1% 


33.7 


29.6% 


35.6 


80.3% 


344 




%7>t 


677% 


99J 


$6<6% 


30.0 




56.6 


624^ 


54j 


Waldon CHy 


32.2 


65.5% 


28.4 


26.5% 


26.2 


42.7% 


30.6 


86.7% 


27.3 


Woot;i^kKA)n^«ti L . 


»7 


74.8% 


9B.t 


464% 




52.9% 


4t.5 


67,0% 


517 



Indax 

•23j%'i-:;: 

33.9% 
••41*«% 
17.1% 
9S.*% 
47.6% 
2S,6% 
22.8% 
53.0% 
28.4% 
56.0% 
29.2% 
26.5% 
30.9% 
46.0% 
43.2% 
52.0% 
33.0% 
26.6% 
24.1% 

:'t6i%- 

29.4% 
27^ 
48.8% 
564% 



Cora 



Indax 



Cora 



Indax 



Cora 



i7.6 ■ ■ " 


{:-;:7.7%" ■ 


014 


. . f SUV% ■ 






37.2 


11.0% 


60.4 


97.27li 


IB A 




51.T 


•■6.2% 


■■ ■64»1 


764% 


■ ■36»2 :•: 


:-:'x':aa: A«t- 
:;.::::-::-66l»6% 


40.3 


6.9% 


99.3 


87.1% 


A 

W.9 




51<( 


■'■■lii>% ■■ 


.-66,0 


• :f44% 


..■..42»v .= 


W«*6^ 


37.2 


3.2% 


56.1 


■ <■ Y^ 

63.7% 


99. 9 


73.97* 


574 


14% 


674 


614% ■ 


v4Q4 


716% 


28.6 


6.5% 


52.1 


89.3% 


39.9 


71. •% 


566 


■ 74% 


624 


694% 


36»7 


74*7% 


33.9 


11.5% 


59.5 


96.2% 


lA 4 

39.1 


lOl .^7* 


574 


■ ■ ■ 112% ■ : 


11.6 


674% 


40 J2 


■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ '^t^k 


37.9 


11.1% 


60.4 


83.8% 


31.9 


00.^7* 


416 : ■ 


■ 17*2% 


66.6 


66.7% 


40,6 


•:•••••>• 66*4% 


40.8 


9.3% 


56.0 


93.1% 


^1 A 

43.9 




310 


■.118% ■■- 


66.2 


i2»0% 


46<1 . 


■••• v 74*4% 


34.1 


9.1% 


56.3 


84.2% 


36.4 


79.4% 


516 


■"•11*2% 


65.4 


611% - 


41 <0 


• 65.4% 


33.4 


7.2% 


57.0 


62.4% 


36.2 


611% 




14*7% 


66.4 


614% 


40.6 


67.2% 


35.8 


4.5% 


59.7 
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43.8 
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11.3% 


56.8 
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41.0 


76.6% 




■ Hi . 


616 


66>0% 


41.f 
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24.0 
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M% 
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5t9% 


454 ■ 
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4/ 



o 
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Note School systems are af rnnged in alphabolical order. Parliapadon Index is based on tho Blh grade ADM the year most students were in the 8th grade. 



